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Vv LOOK AT THIS PLEASE! ——— 


From 1874 to1884,.the ten years next preceding the | 
Gen’ Conference we gain jnst 759 members after de- 
ducting all losses. It 13 less than three members a year | 
to each preacher employed, and means 312 years hard | 
toil for 759 members gain to the coference.. What. was 
the matter these ten years? In 1884, 32 preachers gain 
15 members, which means two preachers toiling a year 
for a gain of less than one member to the conference. 

For the year 1885, 34 preachers gain 277 members, 
an average of nearly 9 each; while 33 in 1886, increas- 
es our membership 347, an average of 104 each. 


-DEDICATION- 


To: the cause of our depleteted Missionary Treasury this 
little work is humbly dedicated, in the confident hope 
that it will contribute alittle towards replenishing it. 
DEAR READER.—A heavy debt hangs on the church 
and the half you pay for this little book will be paid 
into that fund. Wecommend youto Him that is able 
to keep you from falling. 
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‘ISHOPS DECISION RELATING TO MATTERS 
On ELIDA CIRCUIT, AND WHAT THE 
REV. WM. DILLEN SAYS ABOUT IT. 


. A member of the Church who violates any general 
nue of the Church cannot be expelled before an inves- 
‘gation is had by the class ora select committee 
nereof. ? ; 

| In case a number of church-members arbitraily form 
/ 1emselves into a separate church-organization within’ 
ne pastorate of one of our preachers, and employ a 
jastor, they are in a state of insubordination, and if 
jersisted in it will be competent for the annual confer- 
“ice to declare them out of the church. 

_ 3 In all cases where a member is expelled or suspen- 
i from the Church, the right of appeal shall be invi- 
pate, but the body to which the appeal is taken has 
ne right to decide whether there is just ground for 
we appeal. [See TELESCOPE, May 11, 1887. 
»peaking of affairs on Elida circuit, Bro. Dillen says: 
The bishops have decided: on account of those cases 
nat they are entitled to a trial, and that an appeal 
ould be heard. Hence the Liberals have fallen un- 
ler the ban of the Board of Bishops, and their decis- 
im will, when applied, restore these brethren to their 
ilaces in their societies, if justice prevails”. - 

[See ConsERVATOR, June 30, 1887. ] 

ow in the name of reason, in the name of justice, in 
ae name of truth and honesty, in the name of Jesus 
i Nazareth can! How can any man that loves God, 
ue Church and the Christian brotherhood, write, 
rint and circulate such a thing? 

| Reader, the facts are before you, compare thein one 
ith the other, but do not be caught by the quibble 
iat the Disciplinary steps were ignored in dealing 
ith the rebellious parties to whom Dillen refers, and 
a he defends in their lawlessness. 
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A REVIEWED REVIEWER, 


Ap Avatyzep BEFORE THE AUGCLAIZE 
CONFERENCE. 


DEAR BRETHREN: — It will be remembered that a 
few months ago [ sent out a small twelve page pam- 
pphiet, calling attention to what I believed to be a 
bwrong course persued by some of our brethren in rela 
ition to the question now pending before the church, 
rand waiting her action. [I then believed that I was 
hactuated by pure motives, and was not then, nor am 
iI vet conscious of ungentlemanly characterization. 
I thought and frequently said that I had done all that. 
was in my power, reasonably to do, to prevent our affli 
vetion, and that [ would not enter the controversial ar- 
rena at all. But so mueh was being done which I verily 
believed was doing great harm it was impressed upon 
jmy mind to publish that letter. At once the Conserva- 
‘tor family began to pay their respects to me with wa- 
tmest devotion, untill almost any where along the line 
from the plow handle in Mercer Co. O. even up to the 
‘Editorial Sanetum at Dayton O. I have been on ehibi- 
‘tion as the most stupid dolt. Thus far I have been 
‘dumb before my shearers, not lifting my pen in any 
‘defense what ever. It would seem that my silence ei- 
ther provoked or inspired Bro. Miller to transfer the 
skirmish lines to a direct attack, the character of 
which is well defined in his pamhlet of 36 pages, the 
aspersions, on nearly every one of which will convince 
‘every unprejudiced mind that he well understood the 
nature of the fires he wished to kindle into hoter flame 
The pamphlet now under consideration is called an 
OPEN LE?TER No. 2, and a review of Letter No, 1 
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His prelude is evidently intended to be the answer to | 
the first two Pages of my open letter. Now, that it is | 
evident that many will read his letter who. never saw. 
mine, [ reproduce it, that you may better understand | 
the point from which my arguments proceed, and the | 
able manner in which reviewer meets them. 


-Resolution Adopted At Our Last Conference-. 
SESSION, 
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fresolved, That we witt not violate, the constitu- : 
tion by receiving secrétists into the Chur ch, and : 
for the purpose of mainiaining unity inthe Chu- 
rch, and uniformity of administration tn our con 
ference will require the observance of this organic 


law of the Cuurch. 

Organic pertains simply to components, the analysis of 
W. hich Inay prove the existence of a. thing, but never its 
origin. The wi isdom and utility of, all organized bodies. 

can be known by their application to purposes, and. ob-, 

jects for which they seein to have been organized.» 

‘The perfection of nature’s organisms. is manitested. i in 
this way, and that this perfect harmony, in adaptation, 
shows the wisdom of design. This design, is the. funda- 
mental law upon which the organic depends for exis- 
tence. 

ORGANIC CHURCH LAW Must “HARMONIZE. 
WitH THE BIBLE. 


It will not be denied that the. Bible is: the only suede 
mental law of the church. ‘There is a vast difference 
between, organic law. and. fundamental law. Funda- 
mental law is the principle, the basis, the essential of 
all organic law. Tie lowest, bass in musical harmony, 
is bat part which sustains the chords throughout all the 
registers. As such itis. the fundamental of which every 
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leceeding chord is organic. In’ a moral sense 
1e sane conclusions will be reached; (viz) That if or- 
anic law produces discord it is, either because it is out 
Fharmony with the fundamental law, or because the 
eart lacks harmony with organic law. It is safe to 
vw that every organic law which harmonizes with 
ie DIVINE Constitution, will be honored by all 
itelligent and honest members of the church. Unskill- 
hands manipulate the organ keys to only produce 
iscord: even so will tnpropper manipulation of church 
bw produce discord in the church. Does any one be- 
eve that perfect harmomes can be produced throuh- 
ut the instrument while there are discordant notes 
Lit? No more can the church produce harmonious 
ielody by ianipulating law not in harmony with the 
ible. For one, I have no fears, of the overthrow of 

nny law of the church which has the Bible for its foun-_ 
ation. No more dv I believe it possible to maintain 
hy organic law not in harmony with the fundamental 
aw beyond the point when and where that lack of har- 
jaony is seen, True, the Pope maintains regal power 
4 the shrine of ignorance, but truth is disseminated 
rom the altars oflight. Thank God! I do not fear that 
his truly evangelical church will ever ignore any funda 
ntal principle adopted by her, nor yet repudiate any 
ganic law pertaining to her vitality. If lL had no more 
honfidenc in her wisdom, integrity, and judgmen t than 
@ believe that she would, T would not home with her 
my longer than I could find one more in harmony with 
- exalted character. When I ean no longer obey her 
pws nor submi 


t to her, authority, I will certainly feel 


orally pound to withdraw from her fellowship: unless 


remain, subject. to her authority, in, the confident 
Lope of revision of all impropper laws. Once for all, be 
t remembered that while it is the privilege of any 
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member of the church to seek the expurgation of offen-, 
sive laws, that the violation of any law of the a 
is a forfeiture of protection under the law. 

Now reader, you have the prelude, and it will be ine 
teresting to. you to see how masterly the Bro, man—, 
ages it, and how easily his “magie wand” transforms: 
the truth he cannot meet into a story, O. so sweet! 
the deductions of which, to his mind must be complete : 
He says my prelude reminds him ofa story of an old 
woman that wanted to marry an old nan against the. 
will of her children, who finally consent on condition, 
that she can see the old man on top of a large frame 
barn. Accordingly the old man is placed on top of 
that great big frame barn. The very thought itself is 
enough to make one dizzy, and if that poor old man 
had ‘been as light headed as some old men are, I an 
quite sure he” would not have risked himself on that: 
building. Well, the old man is on the barn and if the 
old woman can ‘squint him down she achieves her grea- 
test object, and as it Was her first effort at squinting 
down a man, she certainly acquits her self nobly, and 
it will be of great interest to the Auglaize Gonference 
and those out of it. We doubt. not its great interest to 
all those whose intelligence, or prejudice puts them in 
such relation to reasonable deductions of truth as .tey 
either, prevent them ee ee a truth they 5 





ur can see then man, but I seat a see the «oi 
Bro, Luttrell somehow can see the object « gal oii une 


others wish to embrace, but cannot see the 








aud which he has for years maintained was tw pet fe 
ny with the Bible or the fundamental law of wh 

and to which impliedly, at least, he promised alle 
when he joined the U, B, Church, hearer wt 
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}‘he reader will now observe the following things to 
}rhich reviewer seeks to commit me. 1 To seeking alli- 
mee with Secret Orders. To this, I reply that when I 
Din any such orders reviewer will be master of the 
odge and administer the obligation. 2 He charges me 
vith complicity with those who, it is claimed, are see- 
dang the overthrow of the church. I reply, if to aid 
md abet by my means and influence in preveting the 
pnembers of the church voting on the question now be- 
ore her, is salvation for her, then I suppose I am see- 
}dng her ruin; for I am doing neither, nor ever will. 

| 3 He insinuates that I am so anxious to get secrecy 
nto the church that I can’t see the constitution. 

to this, I reply I have as much respect for that instru- 
pnent as reviewer has, and when the unbiased reader 
las gone over these pages he will determine whether 
Veviewer, by abetting in insubordination to church au- 
horities, or I who try to maintain the law and auther- 
ty of the chureh, in oppostion to insubordination and 
nisrule, are most in harmony with that instrument. 
L The insinuation that I have violated my church vows 
iiimply because I do not strike hands with a faction 
pnd go about denouncing the Gen.’ Conf’ and those 
who propose to vote and submit to the decision of the 
pnembership of the church. Now, [ wish it distintly un- 
}lerstood that insubordination was no part ofmy chur- 
th vows, and I, therefore, leave that work to those 
who contracted for it when they came into the church. 
My vows will be kept in defiance of the low burlesque 
by which reviewer hopes to place me in the foreground 
of an argument he cannot answer, and which he hopes 
to obscure by casting, what to him is my shadow, over 
it. But he is excusable on the ground that the optic 
axes of his eyes are no longer coincident. 
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This is caused by one of the lateral straight muscles 
being shortened by constant use in criticising oppo 
nents, and the other so much lengthened by praising, 
and commending harmonists that there is no bettel 
way to bring down the old man than by a “squint” | 
Reviewér asks: “Has the General Conference changed the 
Fundamental Law?”. By no means, yet there are those 
who say that it did, and if we mistake not reviewer is 
among them if not his following is at fault. | 
Again, reviewer gets himself in position for another 
“squint at the ‘oldman’. Having answered all the 
arguments in the prelude in the masterly manner no- 
ted above, he calls attention to my closing words aug 
follows: “One for all be it remembered that while it is the’ 
privilege of any member of the church to seck the expurgation 
of offensiv laws, that the violation of any law of the church’ 
ts a forfeiture of protection under the law”. | 
Now, says he, ‘Compare this with his own statement 
at the last Gen’ Conf’. That which he calls my own 
statement is the minority protest. Quoting this protest 
he exclaims, ‘Here we have Luttrell against himself, 
unless he means to say that those parties who violated 
the highest law of this church (the constitution) have 
forfeited protection &c. He then exclaims, O, consis- 
tency thou jewel. This is an inflation, and means; now 
sir Pve got ‘ye’ Well did’nt your old ‘omen’ get her man 
too? So I confess that what argument failed to do, 
can be accomplished by a “squint”, and I submit; much 
is being done in that way to day. Asto my closing re- 
marks, I made no exceptions as to violation of law. I 
stated a general principle, underlieing all law; and if 
reviewer knew this he should have admitted the truth 
and not have insinuated that I was partial in the min- 
istration of law. But he is “squinting” for That old man 
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i3ut I did not write the protest, as insinuated above. 
‘The statement that I wrote the protest at the General 
Jonference, as has appeared in columns of donbtful 
\lisputation before it appeared in Bro. M,s open letter 
packs the one essential element, necessay, in every dec- 
jaration, written or oral, to make it worthy of belief; 
yiz) truth. Far be it from me to insinuate intentional 
antrnth upon the part of Bro. Miller. 1 suppose the 
‘opy misled him. The reader is now directed to an oth- 
or matter, which found egress through a circulating 
inedium bearing my name, unauthorized by me. 

+I Wii Now ExpLain THE WHOLE MATTER. — 
/-never wrote a protest in my life, nor did I ever sign 
limy protest, or circular letter; nor was I ever advised 
jis to the contents of any protest, or circular sent out, 
jnor was I ever asked, even, to sign any thing of the 
rind, save only the protest at the General Conference 
apon which I wrote my name with my own hand; the 
ike thing of which that hand will not repeat while a 
sane mind eontrols the muscles that move the pen. 
Now, there are a number of brethren who can verify 
these statements, but will they do it? I reckon not; for 
jo do so now will show conclusively, either;-- 1 That 
she statements and insinuations that I wrote the pro- 
\est are reckless, — regardless of the consequences, or 
2 That they are made without regard to the truthful- 
ness thereof, which was in the easy range of the par- 
ties to know, 3 They are made for the purpose of defa- 
mation of my character, or at least, for the sole pur- 
‘pose of smirching it before the church. Now, as to de- 
ductions: 1 To say that I wrote the protest, and sign- 
ed any other papers sent out, if not being true will ce- 
‘tainly rebound to the hurt of the perpetrator. 
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2 If such a statement is made without regard to it) 
truthfulness, when it is in the easy range of an effor 
to know its falsity, it puts a premiuin upon falshood. 
when and where an untruth better serves the design: 
than the fact which would thwart that purpose. | 

3 If the statement is made,—the parties knowing ai 
the time that it is false can only be interpreted in the 
light of evil design. Deductions are lett to those whose 
candor permits them to infer reasonable conclusions | 
from truthful premises. I hope that no one will consigt| 
my reviewer to a place with propositions 2 & 3 and |] 
would be glad if he could be relieved a place on the 1 
but unless some inventive genius can plan more wisely 
or other-wisely the sword intended to cut me down wil, 
wound the hand that holds it. T’is no fault of mine.— 
yet it is as positively true as that the laws of coinei) 
dence and reflection are eaqual. But it is the man the 
old lady is ‘squinting’ at, and she knows no law of coin. 
cidence that conforms to her ambition to bring down 
that old man and at the same time see the building up. 
on which hestands. This is the affliction, and review: 
er should not be deprived of his glory. The reader is 
reminded that on pages 17, 21, 24 & 33, reviewer says 
I wrote the protest, and on page 32 ~I helped do it. 

I say, once for all that all these declarations must fall 
under one of the three propositions named above, and 
I hope they all may be assigned to the first. Here we 
dismiss the prelude, with the reminder that it answers 
as the preface to LETTER, No. 2. A preface is a brief 
statement of the contents and character of a book, and 
any departure, in the body of the book, from what the 
preface indicates would be deception. From sucha cha: 
rge Bro. M. is fully aequitted; for having provoked a 
keen appetite in his admireing readers, by a sample | 
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e serves them with a “square meal” of the same hash 
nd then follows with two dishes of desrt calculated to 
aake them rest well on a full stomach. The first dish 
perved is a defense of parties who have arrayed them- 
felves against the regularly constituted authorities of 
jhe church. See his letter, pg’s 26 & 34. The second is 
lesigned for the sick who do not know whether the 
jioctors esn cure them or not. See pg’ 35. These dish- 
Ps contain poison as the analysis, in its propper place, 
vill show. Before entering upon the review of letter 
; fo. 2 T call attention to that most remarkable paper the 
| A few evenings after the adoption of the report of com- 
hnittee No. 6. In the cool of the day, just after supper 
13r. Dillen found me on the side-walk of a popular 
hitreet in Fostoria, O. He, at once approached me on 
jhe commission, and told me that they were having 

neetings in a certain hall, to censider what to do and 
shat Iwas greatly needed—that they must have my 
sounsel and advice in the matter. I told him I did not 
want to go in,-that I was not favorable to caucusing 
and that never having attended any thing of the kind 
[ could not go in, but persuasion prevailed, and I went 
n, was initiated, payed my fee and quit. I was told 
chat the matter under consideration was the proprie- 
by of withdrawing and organizing and declareing 
themselves the Gen’l Conf’, and électing the general 
dfficers of the church: Against this measure I protes- 
ted, and advised that most we should think of doing 
should be to enter our protest and go home. This [ did 
knowing that it was inconsistent to pronounce the 
Conf’? out-lawed and then act with it, moreover that 
it wo’ld invalidate our claims in case of legal litigation. 












THE GENERAL CONFERENCE PROTEST. 
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My fears are that my advice did harm; for it is a dire 
ful thing for men to change their mind. For proof, bu 
why give proof?, none of the brethren will deny thi 
statement. But for the benefit of those whose priv) 
leges are not so great, we will quote the Conservator) 
“We had just cause to declare organic division at thi 
Gen’ Conf? just past, but we thought it better to suffe| 
wrong, hoping thereby that the church would rally an« 
rebuke this reckless spirit which so far disregards ou} 
church constitution as to pronounce it of no bindin;| 
force.” Again: “The liberals placed themselves outsid| 
‘the protection of the constitution last General Conf] 
when they declared certain parts of the constitutio) 
null and void.” “They are allowed to hold _ offic! 
and administer the affairs of the church throug 
sufference, with the hope that the chureh will 

see how they are struggling to compromise our prince) 
ples for a mess of the world’s pottage” Brethren, I 
my advice caused you to change your mind I beg you! 
pardon; for it is a great sin for men to change theij 
mind; especially when it involves the honor of law ani 
the iterests of the church. Again: If my signing tha| 
protest influenced any one to join the crusade agains} 
the officers of the church, I am sorry for it; and as) 
pardon. I intended. no evil when signing the protest) 
and now that it is construed to mean more than [ eve} 
contracted for I disclaim any further relation to, o 
sSimpathy with the thing. Bro. M. boasts that he ij 
God’s free man. I affirm as much for myself, and de 

elare my independence in proof of that freedom. 
‘Now, if it is. a sin to pray for light when in darknes| 
to seek direction when in doubt, and then act upon th! 
conviction of light and truth, I suppose I am a grea| 
sinner and deserve to die. - The executioner is at hanc 
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‘CHAPTER 11: 


OPEN LETTER NO. 2, ANALIZED. 


Ro. MILLER calls this letter a review of my letter. 
‘ow, a review in a literary sense is a critical exami- 
bation of any publication: Book, Pamphlet, Essay or 
llews-paper Article, and has regard to the subject 
jiatter contained therein. We do Bro. M, no injustice 
jrhen we say that he missed the mark and hit the man 
nd his admirers would have been. no more flattered, 
\nd his erities would have been less deceived, and both 
}arties would have been saved the time and trouble of 
ransposing him if he would have said plainly that he 
jatended to bring down the man regardless of the con- 
}equences. But, true to his prelude, he can do no bet- 
Jer, and must, therefore, be commended for his fidelity 
defy any man who is possessed of sufiicient indepen- 
ilence of character, and isfar enough removed from ser- 
‘ility, to entitle his judgment to respect to read Bro. 
if,s 36 pg,s of animadyersions, and aspersions, and then 
ay that the whole drftis not a premeditated, well plan- 
id, and. well timed, effort to smirch my character, des- 
roy my reputation, and, break down my influence. 

|. am not complaining of the Bro, but simply state the 
act that the mind of the reader may be prepared. for 
what foliows. In giving this analysis it 1s not neces- 
sary to follow up the irrelevant, and unreasonable in- 
\inctions of Bro. M. but‘a classificatio, of kindred 
shought shall be gathered from, page to page and an- 
lswered accordingly, This done; no fair minded man 
| will ever charge,me with seeking advantage of Bro. M. 
| And, I now affirm that if this analysis finds Bro. M. 
lin the foreground of what he palms upon his readers 
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as arguments setting aside my letter, it shall not be ¢ 
strained effort of mine to put him there. If his areu 
ments,-occupying the intermediate; ground,-should re, 
flect more of Miller, and less of Christ the infliction 
must rest with him. And if his effusions throw light 
upon the perspective, which, by reflex action should ~— 
fall upon him, and thus cast his shadow over the en: 
tire picture: Foreground, intermediate, and perspective 
it shall not be by refracted rays. Indeed, it would be 
cruel to try to place him inw a false light, since he is) 
acting upon an honest conviction to do, and is so faith: 
‘ful in his purposes to perform. No indeed!’ Let the Bro, 
shine in his own light;— It is peculiar unto himself. |, 


Bro. MILLER,S HoNEST. ConVICTION’S | 
contain a perfect trinity in unity; (viz) 1 That it is'right, 
for him to write what he did. 2 Because he is in favor o1 
{ree speech, and free press. 3 That he is God’s tree man 
On this ‘premise the Bro. builds, ‘and thus he begins. - 
‘Padlocks may arbitrairly be placed upon ehurely house, 
doors to keep God’s ministers out, contrary to civil and 

eclesiastical law, but not upon my lips, God being my, 
‘helper! If Bro. M. refers to Elida, I wish to inform 
him that there has never been’a pad-lock on ‘the’ U. B., 
Church-house at Eida O, and that the difference’ be- 
tween the lock on our ehureh-door and a pad-lock is the 
equivalent of the difference of many of the statements 
made about the doings on Elida cireuit and the truth 
they contain. We have both, —the truth and lock,- silt 
in due ‘time, the truth will appéar as elearly in vin- 
‘dication of the right as the lock has been in defending 
‘the right, against the wrong. Now reader, we. will re-, 
turn to the Bro,s solemn oath,— So HELP Mz Gop. 
This is an invocation of Divine wrath upon himself, | 
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[ he falters in his purpose, and also a committal of 
rod to what. he says, and does while: pursuing the end. 
in view. No one, who reads his Production, will charge 
j:im with unfaithfulness in regard to that obligation. 
I‘he honest conviction, under which the obligation is 
}ssumed will be questioned on any other ground than 
hat which commits God to all the :>Bro. has said. 

)f course, anything to which God commits: Himself is 
light. Bro. M. is committed. to the follwing: The “old 
roman squinting’: see his Pam’t pg. 1; the “Irishman’s 
Prayer, pg 5; the calf story, pg 10; the bombast, pg’s 10, . 
}1, and the publication of private correspondence, pg 
|. 0, and the statement, pg’s 1, 17, 21, 2432, & 33, charg- 
ng me with writing the protest which is incorrect. 

)l this in the Name OF THE LoRD. All will reog- 
luize the inspiration and diction as from asorce alittle 
jnore mundane. Bro. M. charges me with antagonism 
of the law abiding, and defence of the lawless. pg’s 4, 
}}, 22, 16,& 33. Now, I positively deny the whole array 
lind now affirm that the allegation has no better sup- 
yort than,a morbid sentimentalism,. If it has come to 
uch apass that every thing said and done by the rad’s 
s to be received with thanks: -giving,—no questions, ask- 
lsd, and the eyes closed,-it is time to call a halt, revize 
he: code of our religious manhood, and deleg ate our 
| ;hinking to a conservative committee: This would be 
)nfinitely better for them, as they would then do by 
authority what they now do by usurpation. 

Bro. M. insinuates that 1am dishonest. See pg’s 21, 
12, 24, 31, 32, & 33 of his pamphlet. Take an example: 
Quoting me: I stand now just where I did then, and 
she man who challenges this statement will be held to 
vecount as a calumniator. Bro. M. does challenge the 
statement, and shielding, under pretence of conceding 
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the truth of my statement he proceeds, by insinuation 
and reflection, to prove it false. 1 By his want of kno- 
wledge, or treacherous memory. He says: “So far as 
the mental reserve, and verbal protest of which the 
brother speaks is concerned, I have no recolection of 
any thing of the kind”. That the brother intended his 
readers to believe that Iam a falsefyer, is evident 2, 
from the manner in which-he delivers himself on my 
Signing the protest. He says: Perhaps the Bro. did not 
mean any thing when he wrote and signed the protest 
“A man might be a Democrat at heart and yet vote a 
Republican ticket, but it would not be very consistent 
to do so”. Now, I want Bro. M., and all concerned to. 
know that prominant parties in his confidence could, 
if they would, verify my statement as to my verbal 
protest, but it is not to be expected; for that would be 
to loose a case. And now, as to the mental reserve the 
Great heart searcher knows that I “lie not”, and in 
the good time to come, when the motives which prom- 
pted me to write my open letter, and the motives in- 
spireing Bro. M. will be weighed in the even ballance 
of Divine Justice, rather thanin the peculiar ballance 
of prejudicial selfishness, I fear not the decision. 

In our next we will give the full text of our preparatory 
arguinent, and, a complete analysis of Bro. Ms: 
futile effort at answering it. 
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CHAPTER III- 


MY PREPARATORY ARGUMENT STATED, 
AND M.’s ANSWER ANALIZED. 








Mirst: It isa fact well knowu to every well in- 
ormed member of this church, that for many 
ears the mooted question has given us much trou- 
le. 

iro. M. answers this argument thus: “I may not be 
s well informed as my Bro. L., but I have been a mem- 
er of the church, and of the conference longer than he 
know whereof I speak, and I challenge a denial of 
ay statement from any honest party when I affirm 
hat we never had any serious trouble in any of the loy- 
1 conferences where the law was enforced. (what of 
hose loyal conferences where it was not enforced?) 

‘he only trouble was in eertain localities where the 
ars were let down to take in a disloyal element. Now 
3ro. L. you know we never had any trouble in the Au- 
Jaize Conf? untill after that unconstitutional action 
f the last Gen’ Conf’?”. Admit all this to be true, and 
vhat has it to do with my proposition, which in its 
|elf, is either true or false? If false, reviewer was un- 
ller obligation to show it; and if true, moral honesty 
equired that he acknowledge it, and not attempt its 
herversion, by the insinuation: “I may not be as well 
Informed as Bro. L.” By this you are to understand 
lhat he is much better informed; and therefore, my ar- 
lrument is false on his denial, without the risk of an 
jirgument to prove it so. This fact is supported by the 
lollowing analysis, which shows the irrelevancy of his 
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argument. 1 “I have been a member of the church and. 
the conference longer than him; therefore the mooted 
cBGRION has not given the church much trouble”. 

2 “The loyal conferences, that enforced the law, have 
nor had trouble; therefore the mooted question! 
has not given this church much trouble.” 3 “I know; 
whereof I speak, and I challenge a denial of my state-| 
ment, from any honest party”; therefore the mooted 

“question has not given us trouble. 


THE BROTHER’S SELF CONTRADICTIONS 


will now receive attention. On pg’s 5, 6,7, 11, 13, 14,| 
16,17, 20, 27, & 31, of his letter, he charges lawlessness| 
upon many conferences and members ofthe chureh. | 
Now, just how this can be harmonized with the-—“no) 
trouble before the commission” —idea must be a great 
mystery to all except those who seek to hide their own 
insubordination under cover of the commission, and| 
then justify themselves by assuming that the General 
Conference ‘violated the constitution, and that rebell-| 
ion begets rebellion &¢. ‘See pg’s 3, 4, Bs, 7, 15, 24, & 265° | 
Thus my ‘reviewer affirms the » truth he: ‘tries (0 deny | 
(ViZ) that he and his:are in’ rebellion. The following 
from his pen nails and clinches this truth. Speaking of 
the “rads”, he says: ‘If you say we violated law prior! 
to the Gn’ Cont?, we indignantly ace the iia 
and demand the. pr oof”. 43 
Yes, “He strides indignant, and with haughty eries, *)| 
To single fight the’ [less than] ‘fairy prince defies’. | 
He unsheathes the sword-his pen, | 
And cuts away, not minding now, but then; 
: 











His pen, to say the least, the truth did tell, 
But again, the pen the sword assumes, | 
“And: with the truth its wielder dooms. 








ee LAIR," lane 
STATEMENT OF My SECOND ARGUMENT. 


}t 2s also well known that something had to be 


one to, if possible, set the matter at rest. 
{he Bro. disposes of this argument bv saying: “That 
}omething you refer to that had to be done was simply 
}>) enforce the law as we did in the Auglaize Confer- 
pace years ago” The conclusion of this answer is, that 
ae only relief for present distress is to be found in the 
aforcement of law, years ago, in other conferences as 
was done in the Auglaize. Now, I submit; if the sal- 
ation of the church depends upon such defense, then 
re we gone. My statement is incontrovertably true, 
0 difference how brought about, and that is the ques- 
on we have to deal with; it is upon us, and the party 
jiat is either too prejudiced, incompetent, or unwilling 
> try to devise means of intelligent relief, in my can- 
id opinion, is neither to be courted nor feared. 

‘Bro. M. seeks to commit me to the commission, and 
e knows that it was not my plan, and that I did’ all T 
ould, reasonably, to secure a different plan: one not 
able to objection upon the part of reasonable ones, 
nd that would cut off occasion from the curious. 
Vhat did Bro. M.do by way of devisig means to help: 
ver the difficulty? Simply nothing at all, but did all 
» his power to prevent others from doing. And now, 
fter the best has been done that could be done in 
ie jndgment of the Gen’ Conf’ the Bro. acts as tho- 
gh he was especially called and ordained to oppose 
very body that will submit to the plan proposed. 
fen, motives, words and, actions, if not branded anti- 
ominission, are at once ’ pronounced outlaws, and de- 
lared to be in favor of secrecy. All this is for effect. 
lease observe what follows. 





[8 ——-—— 





On page 13, quoting from me: “The commission it self 
isthe effect of a cause”, he exclaims, ‘AMEN: That. 
cause being.a desire upon the part of some parties to 
bring into our Zion a foreign element contrary to the | 

established usage of the church for over a century’. | 
Now, I attirm that the Brother’s eagerness to reach a | 
conclusion in harmony with his prejudices has precip- | 
itated him upon the illogical fallicy of an arbitrary , 
deduction. In one breath he affirms that the great de-, 
Sire to get secrecy into the church is the cause of all, 
our trouble. See pg’s 4, 5, 6, 7, 11, 18, 14, 16 &24, : 
But, before the ink, affirming this, ‘has dried, he de- 
clares the commission is the cause. 
Now, one of the following conclusions will be reached 
by all who. are free and “candid in their judgment. | 
Hither: 1 That the commission did exist, as a fact, be- 
fore it took form, but noneffective; for M. says, on pg’ 
16 that the ‘Church has lived in peace for over ene. 
hundred years’, or, 2 That a hundred years of harmo- 
ny, concord, and freedom from agitation and conten- 
tion has produced the commission, which is the cause 
of all our trouble. or 3 That Bro. M. is either: 1 Igno- 
rant of the incorrectness of his statement, and hence 
unreliable, or 2 His prejudices prevented his telling 
the truth, and if so he is unworthy of belief, or 3 He 
intended a pervesion of the facts, for the purpose of 
strengthening insubordination to church authorities, 
which, if true, makes him an unsafe leader to any, but 
such as regard their opinions above the Gen’ Conf? 
and seek to weigh the popular will of an intelligent 
church membership in the uneaqual ballances of pecu- 
liar prejudice. I make no charges upon the Bro. 
‘His inconsistencies demand sympathy, rather than cen- 
sure, and pardon rather than “anathama’’, 
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STATEMENT OF My THIRD ARGUMENT. 


| t is well known too that legislation has proved to 
lea failure in many portions of the church in 
| \naintaining our distinctive principles on the Sé—_ 


recy question. 

bro. M. by the easiest induction —he is good at that — 
|'mswers to his perfect satisfaction, and that of his ad- 
jiiring readers, this argument by saying: ‘Simply be- 
|, ause “the law was not enforced’, Refering to the viola- 
lion of stae laws he suggests that we petition the leg: 
islature to appoint a commission to formulate laws to 
| low a lawless banditti the privilege to do as they 
jlease. To this irrelevent insinuation he adds the in- 
}ulting reflection: ‘What say you my brother?’ 
Tsay that your impertinence is unworthy a place in 
|our argument, and was forced for sake of effect. 

|' I say that you hope to turn attention from an argu- 
jaent you cannot meet to a man you wish to get out of 
} our way. 

‘I say, that when men and women, in this church, 
| Those only offense is inability to harmonize with your 
j iews and methods, must be classed with the low and 
| ile wretches to which you refer it is time for revision 
lf, both the faith that prompts, and the law that pro- 
} ‘ects such unchristian conduct. 

}: I say, that when it becomes more a mark of loyalty 
jo the government to repudiate its legislature, and or- 
\'anize opposition to prevent the people’s voting on pro- 
»ositions which they alone can settle than to submit to 
he powers that be, as the Word of God requires, vote 
‘ay sentiments, submit to majorities and abide in peace 
hen [’ll join you in petitioning the legislature to do 
j1othingwithout my judgment as to its constitutionality 














Bem 355 2) a 
Bro. M.; asks if the law is to blame for its non-enforce 
ment. Blame for what? For not maintaining our prin 
ciples on the secrecy question, or for its non-execution 
Here is a little problem for the Bro. to solve which Te) 
be helpful to him and his. 
Tis this: Just in so far as the principle is responsibly 
for the law, just so far will it be accountable for it 
maintainance; and just so far as the law is responsibli 
for the principle, jnst to that extent will it be account 
able for its vindication. If, therefore, the law rests up 
on the principle, its nonenforcement will depend upor 
one of the following things, either 1 upon the principk 
its self being wrong, or 2, upon the defects of the law, | 
or 3 upon an unwillingness of our people to execut 
the law. I said: ‘The law was a failure in maintain 
ing”—nothing more nothing less— Miller says: “Be 
cause not enforced.” Now, [ have just this to say, no. 
do I fear its refutation. ’Tis this: A good and intelli 
gent people will observe wise and ood laws. Unite 
Brethren | are both intelligent and eood, Therefore _ 
they will obey wise and just laws. Willa sane man dis) 
pute this?. We shall see. Tis not necessarily true, evel 
in governments where the people are sovereign that. 
the laws are good by enactment, but it is true that al 
are, apparently, good or bad accordingly. as they are 
accepted or rejected. by a wise and good people. In sue) 
governments the sentiment of the people gives cast t¢ 
the law. And in every case where the rights of the 
people are respected the laws will conform to the senti 
ment of majorities. This is true in both Political anc 
Kelesiastical economy. The reverse of this can only 
be true in despotic governments. We hope that all ow! 
people will carefully note these deductions, and ac 
acorn ety 
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4. SrareMent: “It ts also well known that the member- 
jp have never voted on the Church Constitution ; and not- 
‘thstanding she had tacitly sanctioned it, the way was open 
ir the agitation which culminated ut the last General Confer- 
vce in the creation of a Church Commission.” 


‘Reviewer meets this argument in the following way: 


1. The people of Ohio never voted on the constitu- 
on of Ohio, and wants to know if I propose to say that 
‘ither the church or the State have valid constitutions. 
said not a word from which any living man could infer 
ch a deduction, did he not intend a misconstruction of 
¥y premise, but there was something in reviewer's mind, 
nich, to him and those for whom he wrote, was of more . 
tal importance, by far, than to review an argument. 
vidently he wants another “squint” at that old man 
every one will see by his deductions. ; 

2. Speaking of epithets, he says: ‘‘Men who live in 
ass houses ought never to throw stones.” He then tells 
s readers what a good little man he has been, and how be- 
wvolent he has been for the last two years; but he is very 
‘try, however, to be forced to say that he heard a pre- 
ling elder, who was a member of the last General Con- 
rence, say that they will have an empty missionary 
gasury, and our schools will be in debt. Our. people 
‘Il not pay their money. What las all this'to do with 
atement No. 4? He goes on to say further that I said 
would not sit in council with such’ a, set, of men; and 
at I was going home; and that I did go home, and by 
eeches and weeping over the action of the General 
mference, excited the people on the district so that on 
‘o fields, at least, within the bounds of this’ district, 
solutions were passed similar to thosé passed on Elida 
rcuit last year, as the records will show;'with the said 
esiding elder in the chair. Thus the said presiding 

Al 
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elder started a ball to roll on the middle district of Au 
glaize Conference that is rolling still, for which a fey 
members of the conference made a desperate effort t 
make another party responsible.” Now suppose all thi 
to be true. What has that to do with my statement Nq 
4? If it bea fact “that of the abundance of the hear 
the mouth speaks,” it is also true that the lips neve 
belie the heart, and as truly declare the quality of it 
contents as they do its fullness. If Brother M. does no 
intend a revengeful personal thrust at the writer, then ther: 
is one case in which the lips are untrue to the hear 
against a hundred million times where they have ol 
belied it. Now hear him: In a private note from Brothe, 
Luttrell, dated December 8th, 1885, after the commissior 
committee had done its work at Dayton, Ohio, I find thy 
following from his pen. Here he gives what he claim; 
to be the contents of that private note. [ See his pamph 
let, Pie 10, for the full text of that private correspond 
ence. BUTTE: et 
After giving this he refers to my statement that thi 
“* Issue as presented is not real, upon which he remarks, 
“This reminds me of:a story I once heard of two mer 
engaged in conversation, when A, pointing toa calf no 
far distant, asked B how many legs would that calf have 
saying its tail was-aleg? .B answered, “five.” But A 
said no, it would only have four legs and one tail; sayin 
its tail was’a)leg would not make it so.” Now he goe; 
back to what I said on closing up my four distinct state 
ments, viz. Nevertheless we.are presenting the logica 
deductions of what will have more weight in the fees | 
of every member. of the church, whose consecration t 
her conrmunion jexceeds, his devotion to self, than al 
the cavilings about, the unconstitutionality of the com 
mission can ever have, no difference whence it A 








| 
| 
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Now he jumps back to my statement: ‘Want o 
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jincerity is not charged to any one, but facts incon- 
provertible, must be stated and the people allowed the 
jsrivilege of deduction. ‘All right my brother, if that is 
What you want let us have all the facts for our people. That 
iccounts for the reason why I quoted from your lips and from 
your pen.” But being convicted by his own conscience, 
hiesays: “Hope you will not censure me for so doing, for 
vou say they must be stated and the people allowed the privil- 
ge of deduction.” Yours truly.—[ BomBast. | 

: Now, reader, you have the gist of reviewer’s arguments 


ind everything that follows is kindred to this, and now 
' say once for all that Brother Miller in giving to the 
hublic a private correspondence without the consent of 
)he writer, has condescended to a plane lower than that 
bo which “political demagogues”’ are wont to do, and that 
he has betrayed the highest principle of confidence by 
)rhich brother can communicate with brother. And now 
rt may be that he has other private matter on hand 
)rhich will promote his cause, for be it remembered that 
he has a cause, but let him remember that no man ever gets 
)he second opportunity to betray my confidence. I have 
)o-day in my possession, correspondence from a number of 
mrethren along the line of our troubles, both before and 
ince the General Conference, which, if I were to stoop to 
‘ive to the press, would ruin some of the best men in 
his church ata time like this, and some of these brethren 
re on one side and some on the other of the perplexing 
juestions of the day; but, brethren, if this should reach 
‘ou do not be alarmed, for what you communicate to me 
n confidence will not be used against your character in 
»ublic print. No, palsied be my hand ere it shall betray 
‘he confidence a brother places in me, and let my name 
»e dishonored among the good whenever I give to the 
»yublic the private correspondence of reciprocal confi- 
hidence without first obtaining the consent of the 
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writer. No, thank God, the cause for which I plea 
neither requires nor yet permits me to sink to the depth 
of such presumptious treachery. No, my cause is the caus 
of truth, and is capable of better defense, and that bet 
ter defense is largely in the rebuke it can honorably giv) 
to such perfidy, as needs only the change of the rewar 
to make it harmonize with the act of Judas Iscarot. 
Now I do not deny that I wrote just what reviewe 
says I did, though it had been entirely forgotten lon; 
ago. At the time of writing that private note I was some 
what under the influence which now controls reviewer 
viz., the Conservator, and was not yet delivered from m} 
peculiar prejudices against the commission idea, and be 
ing frequently prompted by one and another of my pre 
tended friends I was somewhat goaded on, and it was lik. 
me to speak-thus from the impulse of the moment. — 
can inform Brother M. and all concerned, however, tha 
I am neither a dupe nor a dunce, and that closely observ 
ing, and I trust honestly weighing all that fell under my 
notice, | have undergone a very material change in m} 
mind, ‘both as it regards the piety and the brains of th 
brethren on the commission. Of course I was copyiny 
when I wrote Brother M. about the commission. 
the course pursued by the Conservator and its friend 
is not enough to turn a man’s head and heart, the 
for one, I must confess that I am peculiar, I, to hea: 
the motives of good and true men im pugned : if te 
hear their characters smirched; if to hear their FOC 
names defamed ; if to witness the constant effort to mak 
believe that all and every one who did not join in th 
crusade against the General Conference and the commis 
sion, had gone over to secrecy, and were in favor of thi 
commission work, together with the resolutions of con 
ventions that all such were rebels to the church, I re 
Be it, if this would not turn a man’s head a little, ther 
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ue is differently constituted from what I am, and sum- 
jaing it all up, I shall now change the epithet from the 
ffensive form to that of the approbative, revising it so as 
}o make it consistent with the facts. J am sure that this 
ud belongs to another than the family to which I 
»elong. 

Now, reader, you have a clear statement of the argu- 
jnents in these four propositions, upon which my letter 
pests, and you have a fair, candid and impartial review of 
3rother M.’s arguments touching them, and I fear not 
|) hat every impartial reader of this analysis will say that 
| hey stand thus far invulnerable. Though their author 
jmay suffer in reputation somewhat from the fray, it is a 
jnatter of comfort to him that good, sound argument in 
}rindication of the church is worth more to her existence 
}ihan my reputation can ever be. I do not care so much 
\i0 have my name emblazoned in Brother M.’s open letter. 
|{t, evidently, to him, as he uses it, is its greatest adorn- 
jnent. .It gives me notoriety I never should have other- 
wise had. True it may not be very flattering to me in 
ihe judgment of some, yet I am thankful that it does 
!‘urnish the occasion for me to rise above the servility of - 
an unjust prejudice, in the freer and holier atmosphere 
of a better and more independent manhood. I wish to 
apologize to the brethren of the commission for such 
jaaughty words. My long ago sainted mother taught me 
better, and if it were possible for her to be grieved now, 
she, no doubt, would be. I was under great pressure 
when pening the epithets charged to me, and deserve 
‘censure for not rising above such servility sooner. ’T%s 
‘settled now. 


oh Vag een 


CHAPTER FouRTH. 









Brother Miller’s Plan of Answering Arguments by Burlesqui 
and Evasion Exposed. : 


On Page 4 of his open letter Brother M. refers to my} 
exhortation to the people to go to prayer over our diffi 
culties, and treats it as a silly joke by evasion, insinua 
tion, and burlesque. He says: “But will you tell us 
what to pray for?’ Now mark. ‘I may be dull of 
apprehension, but if I can understand Brother Luttrell; 
he proposes to be on both sides of this commission ques 
tion until it is settled by a vote of the people, secret 
society men and all.” The brother does not seem to be! 
dull of apprehension where he thinks there is an oppor- 
tunity to smirch his brother’s character; it is only under 
the counsels of prayer where his dullness manifests| 
itself. But he proceeds: “‘Then he proposes to go with! 
the multitude, right or wrong.” Strange that he could) 
apprehend so much so far ahead, and yet be so dull as 
to the meaning of the plain words—“ Brethren, let us go| 
to prayer over the matter, of peradventure God would think 
upon us, that we perish not.” Strange, is it not? I submit 
that if to be only on one side of the commission means 
to make a man so blind and so dull that he can neither 
see nor apprehend as plain a statement as this, it is 
vastly better to fall under the brother’s insinuation. 
“Tf this is his position, then perhaps we should pray, 
Lord, lead us with the multitude.” I am not dull of 
apprehension. Anybody can understand this. Men on 
both sides of the question have no need to pray to be led 
with the multitudes at all. It is only necessary for such 
to be ready to go when the multitudes move. But the 
man who expects to do right in spite of censure and 
defamation must do a great deal of praying. Of course, 
the man who has his way marked out, and is settled in 
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| does not need to pray for conviction of either right or 
‘ong. 

But once more: “Or, upon this basis might we not, 
th some degree of propriety, pray the Irishman’s 
ayer, ‘Good Lord, good devil,’ not knowing whose 
inds we might fall into.” Dear brethen, you can all 
lyprehend the meaning of this. By multitudes he 
jeans majorities in this church, and if the majorities — 
\ch as are defined as competent in the case—should 
yte in favor of any acts of the commission, that such 
he gone over to the devil. Precisely this is what he 
leans, and is just what he believes, and if you will ask 
}m the question plainly, he will be compelled to say so, 
go back on his arguments, and that he will never do. 
It may be a thing well enough for Brother Miller to 
sal thus, but, to my mind, such trifling with matters 
,sacred as prayer, when so much is involved as there 
sw is in our church, affecting, as it certainly does, the 
ynor of Christ and the glory of his kingdom, it certain- 
is wrong. Remember, the Irishman’s prayer is the 
‘zument by which he supports, illustrates, and confirms 
is insinuation of praying to be led by,the multitude. 
the cause for which I plead can not live without the 
apport of alow burlesque at the expense of the argu- 
ient I should produce for its support, I will desert, or 
lass it over into the hands of such as are better qualified 
» deal in such commodities. 

On Page 5, referring to my saying, “We are in a mud- 
le,’ he says: “Yes, dear brother, we are in a fearful 
huddle, because of that unlawful; would-be church-com- 
hission ; and it is to be feared that your open letter will 
lat us into a worse muddle if adhered to.” This isa 
odge. I said that the angels in heaven could not deliv- 
fe us unless we would listen to redemptive truth. Why 
id he not tell us there was a better way out than the 
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way of redemptive truth? If the plan of my lette 
which was to 

1. Submit all to God in prayer, and act according! 

2. Obey the laws of the church. 

3. Submit to the powers that be by being in subje 
tion to the authorities of the church. 

4. Vote our sentiments fairly and squarely, and sbi 
in peace. 

But he fears that such advice will get the people int 
a worse muddle than the commission. The people ca 
draw their own conclusions. That something has mu 
dled our Brother M. is patent to all who dispassionate] 
read him, and who observe his disorder, as elsewhe 
noted. My own convictions are, that heeding my pan 
‘phlet would have been helpful to Brother Miller. : 

Again: On Page 10, referring to my argument thi 
“the issue, as presented, ts not real,” the brother perpetrati 
a fine calf story, saying that my arguments remind hii 
of that. | 

Now, reader, I will give you the summing up of th 
argument, and the logical way in which it wi 
reached : . 

1. I noted the fact that the faction charged the con 
mission with all our trouble. I very clearly and unai 
sw erably set that aside by locating the cause. : 

2. I, in an argumentative way, which stands as fir 

as the hills, raised the question logically and philosop] 
ically clear, “Can a good cause produce bad effects.” 

I then sum up by showing what the effects of tk 
opposition had then wrought (but since much more h: 
been added, which I have noted in the second part: 
this treatise ). The following is the summing up: 

1. Alienating members from their only church-paper. O 
Page 19 of his pamphlet you will see his effort to evac 
‘the truth by the insinuation that I led the crusac 
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ainst the Religious Telescope, a thing which is palpably 
‘true. 

», Depreciation of men’s characters and moral worth um 
church. 

3. Sowing discord among brethren, and alienating kind 
its which never before felt or knew aught but brotherly love. 
For his reply to this second and third statement see 
ge 20: “I simply wish to reply, that the history of 
Ir last annual conference will show to any unbiased 
nd who was most guilty of those charges.” 

Now, reader, I wish to note the shift again, and also 
le analysis that follows: 

The only history of any note about the conference 
ls been made by the Conservator, and every man whose 
ind was capable of being warped and prejudiced by 
at means will believe, if he believes that history, just 
iat every man who is unbiased knows to be false, viz. : 
at any discord or alienations were brought about on 
iy other ground than that of an effort to maintain law 
id order in the church in harmony with its laws, as 
‘ainst misrule. For the culmination of what the 
anual conference opposed see the true statement regard- 
g it in the last part of this pamphlet. Just this, my 
‘ethren, nothing more so far as I know anything about 
, and just this and nothing more is all we contend for 
Ww. 

4. “Turning thousands of dollars from appropriate chan- 
ls to the abduction of many heretofore good members of the 
urch.” , 

To prove this statement false he says he is sure the 
onservator brethren paid as much, etc., as the liberals 
id. He challenged our statement by the records, and 
) the records we went; and in Part Second you have the 
cts again verified beyond all cavil or doubt. [ See Part 
hird for proof.] If my arguments remind Brother M. 
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of a calf story, where the calf had four legs, and a man 
saying its tail was a leg did not make it so, what, pré 
you, does his efforts at denial remind you of? But th 
reader will better understand Brother M. if we give tl 
story. He says my statement— “The Issue, as Presente) 
not Keal” —“reminds him of a story,” ete. : | 
“Two men were talking, and one, pointing to a cal 
asked the other # he should say that the calf’s tail w: 
a leg, how many legs would the calf have? Receivir 
the reply, ‘Five,’ he said, ‘No; it would only have fou 
and one tail. Saying its tail was a leg would not mak 
it so.’” | 
Now, the point in the calf story is noted at the poir| 
of his emphasis — “ saying” — and means that I tell a) 
untruth. It is much easier to do this than to prove m 
statement false; and, besides, it is such an easy way ¢ 
imparting a knowledge of truth to his readers. | 
_ Again: On Page 11, quoting me: “The commassion, tt | 
said, as the cause of all our trouble. This is without founde 
tion im fact.” He says: “If this be true, then Brothe 
L. has surely made a statement that was without foundé 
‘tion in fact when he said, ‘Opposition to the wor 
required has come to the front in ways not heretofor 
known to us, and much has been hindered that woul 
otherwise have been accomplished.’” Could not Brothe 
M. have said as much without the risk of being calle 
a falsfier ? | 
“The unrest in our Zion, created by the unreasonabli 
and unjust action of the late General Conference, neces 
sitated a falling off in the collections of annual finance 
rather than the unwillingness or inability of eithe 
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ish knew what it would do. About this report I have 
stosay: It expressed just what I then felt to be true. 
» unrest was upon us. The General Conference was 
rged with any and everything but that which was 
est, and as I was beset on all sides by all kinds of 
uple, if was next to impossible to think otherwise than 
‘t the action was unwise and unjust; and as I am 
ong those who, at least, are willing to give a reason 
things, and as that was the only reason assigned for 
‘inquencies, I wrote it down that way. But I wrote 
re than what M. gives me credit for, and I will repro- 
se it here, so that all may see just what a wretched 
ngIam. Isay: “A great deal of care upon the part 
the ministers has been necessary in order to hold and 
eus from a worse fate than deficiencies in finance.” 
Yow, reader, you must bear in mind that this report 
3 made only about four months after the sitting of the 
neral Conference. You will also bear in mind that all 
3 excitement, and that the Conservator was in the field 
ng its destructive work even at that early hour, and - 
1 been from July previous. | 

Yow, I affirm, that I could, under the circumstances 
m existing, say all that my report does, whether the 
ion of the conference was wise or otherwise, just or un-- 
f. The unrest was occasioned by that action, and that 
rest caused what I say it did. And if I falsified in 
ything it was in saying that the “ unreasonable and 
just action,” etc., was the cause. 

Now, reader: Once more you must be reminded that 
asiderable more than a,year had passed when I wrote 
, statement — “ The commission, tt is said, is the cause of 
all our trouble.” “ This is without foundation, in fact.” 
 unhesitatingly repeat it now, and I do so the more 
\dily because developments of “ wnreasonable and un- 
4 insubordination” have proved my statement beyond a 
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reasonable doubt, as reference to part second of this | 
demonstrates. I think the just reader will vindicat' 
against the charge of lying anyhow. 2 TR 

Quoting me as follows: | 

‘‘ Hvery observer of passing events knows that tk 
the fort from which fiery missiles of deadly inten’ 
hurled at the character of as true men as ever covena 
with this church. In the judgment of those who ass 
this, every one of opposite views is a rebel to the chu: 

You must not be deceived by him. The parties’ 
claim that the commission is the cause of all our trc 
are the ones who declare that all who view it differe 
are rebels to the church. ; | 

Behold the trick of the brother by which he hop 
shift the responsibility: “Perhaps this was the re 
why the character of Brothers Dillon and Miller wer 
rested at our last Annual Conference.” “For be it re’ 
bered that no arrests were made by those who were op pos: 
the church commission.” [He puts this in italics.) 2 

A little analysis, if you please: — | 

1, The brother evidently forgot what fort he wa 
and in his eagerness to shoot somebody else, shot hin 
It is the anti-commission fort that we are talking al 
and it is that fort that the brother shelters in. It is i 
this fort: “ The commission is the cause of all our trou 
that the fiery darts are hurled. That’s what we | 
and he thinks that’s the reason why himself and bre 
Dillon got shot. | 

2. The brother thanks God, and takes courage to tl 
that he did not arrest anyone for opinion’s sake. D 
brother: for God knows that neither you nor Dillon | 
arrested for any such thing. | 

3. He says: “The fort was dreadfully spoiled w 
the trustees of the churcb-house, through their pastol 
formed the bishop that this work must be stopped in 
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aly.” Just so, we think; for it was just at a time 
‘n one of the most rabid on that side was delivering 
self, or at the close of his speech that the preacher ad- 
fed the bishop. And we think the fort is suffering a 
3 ever since, notwithstanding there has been almost 
ated cannonading from it ever since conference. 

the latter clause of the above quotation: “In the 
sment of those who assume this, every one of oppo- 
views isarebel to the church.” Here the brother 
‘ps into the fog again.. He says: “ I suppose that is 
reason why the quarterly conference of Auglaize Cir- 
, with Elder Luttrell in the chair, recognized those 
differed with them as being rebels. Kindly, we say, 
‘sician, heal thyself.” Y-e-s. Perhaps there is a little 
ace for my recovery, since my disease is not chronic. 
0 his “efforts,” he might have used almost any other 


din place of “kindly,” and I would have understood 


meaning just as well. 

ake another example from page 14 of his letter. Quot- 
me again :— 

The commission furnishes a pivotal center upon which pe- 

ar minds can turn, while prosecuting a relentless warfare, 

‘so much on secrecy, as upon those who choose to do thewr 

thinking. The proof of this is in instituted inquisitions 

in effect in the church, and the arrogant proscription and 

woful. reection of men, who, all their days, have been as 

‘to the church and their ministerial vows as the falling 

le is to the law of gravitation. The amwful sin of preachers 

+ treated in this conference, is their refusal to abet in the 

1. of the church ; and give our conscience in keeping to 

res.” 

‘ow I want the reader to notice a trick by which the 

‘her tries again to shift the responsibility. 

First, his garbling what I said to make it embrace 


commission and not the opposition of which I speak. 
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Miller quotes: “ The proof of this instituted inquisition 
now wn effect in the church.” Isay: “The proof of this 
in instituted-inquisitions.” Proof of what? Proof: 
That I told the truth when I denied that the commissi’ 
was the cause of all our trouble, as claimed by the ¢ 
position. Proof 2. That the opposition built its fo 
from foundation to top stone, out of anti-commission 1 
terial and anti-everything else that refused to dance | 
its piping. This is the fort from which the fiery m 
siles are hurled, etc. Proof 3. That the commissii 
furnishes a pivotal center upon which peculiar min 
turn, while prosecuting a relentless warfare, is found 
the inquisitions. For the nature of the work done ] 
those inquisitions the reader is referred to part second | 
this expose. All the evil work done along this line | 
but the effect of captiousness, and every crook and tu) 
noted among those who are engaged in the unreal opy 
sition is so much additional proof in favor of my stat 
ment. And every reader of Brother M.’s pamphl 
knows that he has contributed much in favor of 84 
argument. i 

But the brother is on the pivot and so he swings agai 
and this time he gets it-this way: “The awful sin | 
preachers thus treated in their conferences is their refus 
to abet in the ruin of the church and give our conscien: 
in keeping to others.” Isay: “In this, not their confé 
ences,” and if I had said their conferences I should have Say 
“ their consciences and not our conscience,” as M. does. Bi 
the brother is in his fort and the light may be dim, sti 
he blazes away, bound, as everybody can see, to hit h 
man. This time it is this way: “If the brother refe) 
to those resolutions passed by some of the quarterly col 
ferences, then he is the guilty party.” i 

I deny it. I never cried up a resolution, nor speeche 
up a resolution, nor did I allow a resolution to be passe 
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| 
| 
\;jhout advice as to what it should or should not con- 
mn. See the resolutions in part second of this work. 
| was charged with manipulating the resolution on 
sasant Grove Circuit, and though not charged with 
jything of the kind, that I know of, on Olive Branch 
ecuit. I know and others know that I scanned closely 
» resolutions passed there. And now, I say it positive- 
that if I had entertained resolutions out of which so 
ich lawlessness and misrule should spring I would re- 
at in dust and ashes before God and the people, and — 
xe it all back before the sun went down. 
But again the brother hinges upon his pivot and comes 
wn: ‘That accounts for the reason why some of us 
mre arrested for being such great sinners at our last 
nual conference.” ‘No liberals were arrested.” No 
e was charged with being a sinner, except those ‘who 
re true to the old constitution and confession of © 
th.” Brother Miller wants everybody to believe that 
was arrested because he and his party are true to 
3 constitution. He wants you to believe that arrests 
re made because of that, as a reason, a charge or com- 
aint. I say again that so far as known to me not 
man in the liberal ranks would think of such a thing. 
Once more, quoting me: ‘Can a good cause produce bad 
cts,” he answers, ‘‘No.” That is one reason why we 
2 opposed to the church commission. It produces such 
d results [ See his letter, page 15.] Now we will go to 
ge 17 to learn why the commission is such a bad thing, 
d why it gives us so much trouble. What he says 
re is the closing up of the brother’s best argument in 
ss book. He charges the General Conference with giv- 
¢ birth to illegitimate children. Now, reader, for tear 
‘a have not seen the brother’s remarkable letter, 1 will 
‘ve you his argument, which he calls an illustration of 
hat the church was and how that she had lived in 
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peace for over a hundred years. The predicate j 
- family home, well organized, one that suits you well, 
some one of the connection becomes dissatisfied, . 
thinks you are too particular, that your law is 
stringent ; and arbitrarily over your head, and con 
your long established usage, proposes to take charg: 
your house and home and change the order.” To re 
this will make trouble.’ This, he says, is the case with 
those who are opposed to the commission, and are “, 
stetutionally law-abiding.” Look out here—* Constitus; 
ally law-abiding” means with the law and order pa 
almost anything that conforms to the will and purp 
of the party. For proof see the defense of the lawl 
by M. and the Conservator elsewhere noted. Now I w: 
to ask the brother as to what the plan of governmen 
in hfs good family home. 

1. Does it rest upon the absolute will of the paren 

the head ? 

_ 2. Or does it rest upon the volition of children ? 

Since you give it out to the public for the purpose 
enlightening them on church government you shor 
not leave it so loose. Don’t you know Brother M. i} 
your family government is a kind of oligarchy? Simy 
a government by the few and not the many: and do: 
you know that the church is a government by the ma 
and not by the few? Then what becomes of your ill 
tration? This church is a voluntary institution, a: 
you cannot make it arbitrary, subject to your own w 
and dictation. This you may do in your family, but 
won’t do in a church like ours. Brother M. proceeds 
illustrate his illustration, and this is the way he do 
it: “Some years ago a man intoxicated came into m 
house and attempted to take possession of my home. 
got him out peacably as I could thattime.” This cann: 
apply, because in the first case the parties are membe 
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ihe family and dissatisfied with the rule. In this case 
man is drunk and a stranger to boot—count this 
uch out. “Some time afterward he came again and 
ude the same attempt ”’—the same man—I met the gen- 
»man and informed him that if he came into my house 
's time to disturb my family, he would have to be a 
ster man than I was.” 
“That, of course, got us into a muddle.’ Now, says 
: “Brother Luttrell’s logic would charge me as being _ 
3 cause of all this trouble, simply because I wished to 
fend my home.” Now, while this argument, in relation 
sour troubles and the opposition of which I speak, is 
st as clear as muddled water, or a brain muddled by 
soxication, it is the best and most plausible one the 
‘ther gave in all his thirty-six pages. A little analy- 
‘will be helpful in the cause. 
Lt. It is agreed that every man should protect his 
me, and not allow drunken men to enter in and dis- 
‘tb the peace. ' 
2. Itis not agreed that a man must have his brain 
voxicated, or the water befouled with dirt, in order to 
fend his house. 
The following is true in the premises as laid down by 
4, viz.: ‘that the issue, as presented, ts not real,” and that 
was not possible for a good cause to produce such bad 
ects as are being produced by this opposition, and 
‘nce, by tracing back from the effects which can not be 
ifted as to the cause producing them, we reach the con- 
1sion, Brother M. seeks to shift the fearful conse- 
‘ences of his improprieties, and place it upon those 
10 seek only to defend the house as against the disorder 
‘d misrule growing out of the opposition, as we view it. 
‘Now, reader, we will present you the home illustration | 
st as it is, and then you can say whether my logic 
ames Brother M. for defending his ‘“ good, peaceable, 
A2 
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an dtad ane eed home,” or for not defending it. Tal 
this illustration, put it on the only basis where it ¢} 
have the best possible relation to the church, and wl} 
are the facts in the case? b 

1. To his home, literally, there may be three or fc 
entrance-ways— doors; to the church there is but o} 
door. Miller says that is the good old constitutioy| 
door; that somebody is trying to break down this dq 
in order to get into his good, well-ordered church-hon} 
~ Now, to make his illustration good, his home, literal} 
must have but one entrance-way through which t 
drunken man can enter. This settled, it follows tl} 
if the drunken man enters, it will be either becat| 
he does not act in harmony with the provisions of hor} 
defense, or because the “drunk” is the better man, a} 
enters in spite of him. | 
_ Now, I have claimed all along, and still do, that} 
the drunkard enters this church, the course pursu; 
by our brethren, by which they divide the streng 
of our people, will be the cause, and not the Liberals, | 
they claim. I 


telling him that if he does come in, he himself will go o 
The brother can make an honorable defense of his how} 
by voting and abiding in peace, but the course pursu| 
is the strangest infatuation, and must result disastrous. 

But. that bastard child —the commission —is what| 
muddling the brother’s brain. He says: “The int) 
duction of illegitimate children into any family alwa| 
creates trouble, especially when it is claimed that ‘t/ 
illegutumate child’ should be an equal heir with the fail 
ily.” Well, now, it is too bad that that ill-formed, il| 
gitimate child should be made an equal heir in t. 
church-family. But thinking people in our family w 
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wanting to know how it is that illegitimate children 
|. be born of lawful parentage, and evasive answers 
] not satisfy them. The claim of illegitimacy for 
| commission involves the denial of lawful delegation 
the General Conference. Following out the brother’s 
stration and the argument by which he thinks to 
| it, we raise the question that will not down at a nod 
vill Brother M. say that a delegation right from the 
ple, elected under and according to the church consti- 
ion, is not a lawful body? This he must do, or take 
\k the charge that that body begat an illegitimate 
jld, and called its name Commission ; or show how it 
hat a lawful parentage — the church and its represent- 
hve delegation —-can be justly charged with bastardy. 
| It is known that justification is pleaded on the as- 
paption that the commission is unconstitutional. The 
anse for the sad havoc being now wrought in our Zion 
lay is based on this.” In the following quirking you 
the effort at pervergion again verified, and which I 
e and now give to the reader under its true character, 
will appear under the revision of Brother M.’s per- 
‘ted argument. 

I stated a fact which he seeks to pervert, as indeed 
does nearly every argument I offered. He says: 
limply strike out the word ‘assumption’ and substi- 
ve the word fact.” It will then read, “ That justifica- 
la is pleaded on the fact that the commission is 
sonstitutional. The defense for the sad havoc, etc., is 
hed on this fact.” ‘Who will second the motion? 
|>ther Luttrell’s premises are incorrect, hence his wrong 
clusions.” Revise his argument by changing the 
rd fact to the word presumption, and it will comport 
ih my general argument and his own admission of its 
rectness. Now read it: “Jt ts known that the Law and 
ler Party justify themselves for the sad havoc they are pro- 
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ducing in our Zion, on the presumption that the commission 
unconstitutional.” Mark well the points. They are clea? 
defined in the brother’s perversion. He digged a | 
again. i 

Who will second the motion ? 

Brother Miller’s presumption exceeds his modesty, a} 
that his zeal for an unrighteous cause blinded his mil 
to the just judgment he rendered—viz., That the § 
havoc he and his are working to-day in our church, 
based upon the presumption that a rebellious faction, ¢. 
absolutely right, while a subordinate ministry and met 
bership who propose to submit honorably to the issu 
pending before the church are wrong. It is not wide! 
the truth to say that not less than ten thousand pread 
ers in this church to-day, will second the motion, and 
hundred and sixty thousand members vote it throug 
that the brother’s argument is a presumption, and || 
conclusions an unwilling admission of the truth he sed 
to deny. [See his pamphlet, page 24.] Again, on t 
same page, refering to what they claim, viz., that t| 
commission was created for the express purpose of g} 
ting secrecy into the church, as quoted from me, he sa}, 
“Tf this was not the purpose, will you tell us plair 
what the purpose was?” Of course, it is understood | 
all observers of passing events, that all there is of t 
United Brethren Church is contained in the one thing 
secrecy, and indeed, if Brother M. is to be accredited of} 
would suppose that the chief thing which induced hj} 
and many others to join this church was just this this 
[See page 30.] But we must answer the brothers qu 
tion. 
1. The commission was created because it was believj 
to be the best method of doing a work which an earn¢ 
aggressive Christian ministry and people felt was nec: 
sary tobe done. | | | 


— 
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It was created as the best method the General Con- 
mce could devise, not having any methods pointed 
in the constitution for doing the work required. 

| The commission was appointed to do in part, the 
hy work that Brother M. and his party voted to do at 
General Conference of 1873. A thing which was per- 
ily right for them to do, as I believe, though the same 
sy now claim that it is unconstitutional to do a simi- 
jthing., 

| It was created for the purpose of giving a better 
\1 form to the Confession of Faith, the very thing 
}ch it did, and the only thing it did, setting forth the 
|trines which this church always believed and taught, 
jer by assumption or under the Confession of Faith, 
hing more, nothing less. Dillon says they added 
/hing to it, they took nothing from it. [See this mat-_ 
)y analyzed in part third of this exhibit. | 

|, It was appointed to formulate such amendment as 
tld harmonize Brother Dillon’s views before the Gen- 
_ Conference, and the popular will of the church on 
| vexed question. 








SUMMING UP. 


The commission did its work in harmony with the 
ular mind of the people, from whence it sprang, 
ough a lawfully constituted delegation. 

The work done by the commission is such as is 
1mon to committees. Its report is before the church 
adoption or rejection as the church may determine by 
—not by petition. | 

It is the right of members of the church to oppose 

work of the commission, and vote it all downif they . 
»se to do so, but to oppose the commission is fairly and 
iarely rebellion of the first order. 


‘And, IL now say it, though it may seem severe, duty dé¢ 


of this little book, is the backing such infidelity receives} 
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4. To oppose men, and ostracize them, as has beéh 
done in our conference because of their subjection ar} 
opinions regarding even the work of the commission is pif 
sumptive arrogance, only equaled, and never excelled q 
intolerant Rome. 


people, and will therefore be constitutionally right. 

6. If no changes are effected the same will be true. 
The conclusion reached by me in the argument her 
was, that if the claim set up by our brethren is Corea 
it shows either a bad stateof mind and heart for tk 
church, or a remarkable change in the moral sentiment (| 
our people.” | 

Now, note how easily the brother slips out of this co 
clusion. He says: “So far as a bad state of the minh 
and heart of the church is concerned, ‘if Brother L. is coil 
rect in his conclusions, I suppose that those who are op} 
posed to the commission are not responsible for that.” 

The—‘ If Brother L. is correct in his conclusions ”’—is th 
well-planed evasion of the unanswerable logic of my alk 
gument, which no fair minded man would seek to dj 
under the doubtful conjunction 7. But here again, as i} 
about every other instance, the brother unintentionall} 
admits the correctness of my conclusions, by his effort 4 
denial, by a suppositional vindication of the Radicali 


the commission it will be done by the popular will of iy 
| 


mands it nevertheless, and it is made in the most remot 
sense of personality: Woe betide this church when al 
its good inheres in Radical hearts, and its loyalty is dé¢ 
fined by Radical rule. To-day, reader, you are virtually) 
taught to believe this, and the actions noted in part third 


Again, he says: ‘As to the remarkable change in thi 
moral sentiment of our people, we answer: That i 
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eral Conference in appointing a commission did what 
people never asked them to do, but what many peti- . 
ers virtually asked them not to do.” Now, I suppose 
5 facts will be more helpful to our people than eva- 
is. Let us see what a correct analysis will do here. 
“The General Conference did what our people 
er asked them to do, but what many petitioners virtu- 
‘asked them not todo.” What was that? Appointed 
mmission. Observe —-(1) The General Conference, 
ording to this logic, has no right ever to ask the 
rch to do anything until the church asks it to ask 
im todo something. (2) She must never do SU yuT iE es 
an many petitioners say do not.” 
eader; you ask Rrother Miller to tell you what he 
siders a constitutional many? But as he is given to 
sion, I will answer the question for you, and you can 
d him to his records unless he will chan ge them. The 
apetent number with him and his party is a mathe- 
tical full two thirds of the aggregate number enrolled 
the records of the church, which to-day would be not 
ithan 123,336. This would be M.’s idea of a constitu- _ 
f’ many. Now, on the basis of such representation, - 
ast General Conference should have had no less than 
010 petitioners against the commission, and if he 
’t show that such number was there his argument is 
thless on his own ground. 
.. Again: As on the basis of per cent., according to 
egation, there would not be an approximate one third of 
aggregate whole of the church represented on the neg- 
‘ve side of the question. No difference how the thing 
lone, the truth remains that-either a bad state of heart 
1 great moral change in the mind of our people is re- 
nsible for the commission. I will close this analysis 
introducing another argument which will strengthen 
first. ’Tis this: If the bad state of heart did obtain 
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resentation, for which you voted, right on the same rt 
at? 
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under the constitution, and in spite of prohibitory la: 
_as Miller declares it did, to the extent of giving us 1 
commission, can the church hope to recover from tl! 
bad state of heart under the same regimen? Or, if { 
commission is the outgrowth of a change of moral ser 
ment among our people, is that not a good and all-su! 
cient reason why the constitution should be made to h 
monize with the popular will and judgment of the | 
nomination? I repeat it here: Our.government is 1 
an oligarchy, but a democracy,—not a government | 
the few, but by the many and just where the Gene! 
Conference got the authority to change the organic la 
of the church, when less than three thousand membh 
had petitioned for it, just there is where the Gene 
Conference of 1885 got its authority for the commissic¢ 

3. Just where you got your authority in 1873, j 
recognizing an unconstitutional number of petitione 
[Miller recognizes a full two thirds of an aggreg? 
whole.] Just there, on the same page, you will find t 
authority for the commission of 1885. ' 

4. And just where you find the authority for lay re 
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you will find the authority for laymen on a formul 
committee. 

Again, he wants to know where the conference got : 
authority for amending and revising organic law. | 


Analysis of the General Conference in the Light of the Op) 
sition. 7 : 
“The church employs one hundred and twenty men | 

doa job of work. Both the employer and the emplo| 

are supposed to have knowledge of the nature and nec 
sity of the work to be done, the church its necessity, a1 
the General Conference its character. The men th’ 
employed look carefully over the whole field, and deli 
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itely reach the conclusion now before the church. 
pw, it follows, necessarily, that the most the commis- 
»n could do was to formulate such amendments to the 
mnfession of faith and constitution as they believed 
yuld best enable the church to do her work and to 
srify God; this done, and the church is asked, in the 
sry spirit of its government, to take the whole question 
the ballot-box and settle the matter.” 
‘The brother disposes of this argument as he does 
erything else. He is evidently affected with chronic 
mmission. He says: “Will Brother L. please tell us 
here the commission comes in constitutionally?” 
ertainly, Brother Miller, we will do that very thing. 

1. It comes in through a constitutional church-wilf, 
precasting it by elective franchise. e 
9. It comes in through a constitutional General Con- 
rence, delegated lay a constitutional constituency. 

8 It comes in by legislative rights and prerogatives, 
hich belong to the General Conference under the con- 
itution. [See this matter fully set forth elsewhere in 
1is work. Believing the answers will not be questioned, 
e proceed with the brother’s attempted evasion. | 

He asks me to tell where the General Conference gets 
s authority to delegate its power to another body, a 
ortion of whom are not eligible to election to the Gen- 
‘al Conference. Well, if the brother will turn to his 
Niscipline, he will find on Page —, Item —, just where 
ne General Conference of 1873 reads: ‘‘All ecclesiastical — 
‘ower herein granted to enact or repeal any law or rule 
f discipline ig vested in a general conference, which 
\ball consist of elders and laymen elected in every annual 
conference district throughout the church.” 
| 1. Just here, Brother M., is where the General Con- 
erence got its authority and power to furnish a commis- 
ion. You and Dillon, Davis and Edwards, Dickson and 
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Wright, and eighty-four others out of one hundred a1 
two, voted squarely for lay representation in the Gener 
Conference. | 

2. Just where you got your authority to vote amen 
ments to the organic law of the church, just there th 
General Conference got its authority to ask the people | 
vote on amendments to the fundamentals of church lif} 

As to the formulated amendments, if you will con 
pare the work of the commission with your own defin| 
tion of amendment, you will have the answer you see} 
If you are so indisposed as not to be able to do thi 
perhaps somebody could help you. | 

Once more: Referring to my statement — “The chure 


unless it can be shown that the letter and spirit of ou 
government disagree.” The brother intends the “ unles| 
it can be shown,” etc., to be a climax which is unanswer| 
able. tok 

He refers to Article IT., Section 4, and Article IV. 0: 
the constitution. As I have examined theematter else 
where, but little need be said here. We will simply give 
the brother a little benefit which may be helpful. 

1. If you deny the possibility of a change of the con. 
fession of faith under Section 4, of Article II., how can 
you infer its change under Article IV ? 

2. If “no rule or ordinance shall at any time be 
passed to change or do away with the confession of faith 
as it now stands” under Section 4, Article IT., does Arti- 
cle IV. annul Section 4, with your view,of two thirds of 
the aggregate number? s 





4 tenner 








|. Do you hold that Article IV. embraces Section 4? 
130, does not the spirit of Section 4 inhere in the letter 
| Article IV.? 

\\nd if any change is implied at all, consistent with 
; constitution, it must harmonize with either the spirit 
the letter, or both. If, therefore, the plain letter— 
lit does—forbids absolutely any change in the confes- 
in of faith, any change implied must rest upon the 






i 
jius of our government; and as the spirit of that 
}vernment is predicated of the will of the governed, its 
ys can only be interpreted in harmony with the popu- 
will of our people, so I guess I am not so much out 
ce way after all, when I say that the ‘‘church is 
asked, in the very spirit of government, to take the 
jitter to the ballot-box and settle it.” 

\Quoting my qtestion closing the argument — “Now, 
‘at are the deductions of the opposition?” —Brother M. 
swers: “The premises from which you draw your de- 
ee are false, as the constitution and your past 
word will show; consegently all your conclusions along 
ie line are illogical.” Reader, isn’t that easily done? 
it let us see. What are my conclusions? 

1. That the opposition claim that the General Confer- 
‘ce ignored the constitution ; therefore, they are justi- 
id in opposing and rejecting all church authorities 
huich do not harmonize with them. Precisely this was 
e bearing at the time that argument was made, though 
ey have changed the policy a little since that. , 
9. That the legally chosen representatives of the 
urch were either too ignorant to know their preroga- 
yes under the constitution, or too corrupt to legislate 
ix laws. Is this false and illogical? Can a simple, 
qualified assertion sweep away such reasonable deduc- — 
ons? Well enough does the brother know that to 
iswer this argument he must take the fearful conse- 
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quences of saying that that body was either basely e« 
rupt or grossly ignorant. Both is charged by the part 
however, as all who are informed very well know. ! 

3. My third conclusion was “ that either seventy-eig: 
of that delegation had concocted our ruin, or that tl 
moral honesty of forty-two men overtopped that sevent 
eight.” I repeat it all again. ’Tis true, unanswerab| 
true, in the light of the opposition with their showil| 
up of the General Conference. | 

“ Dear brethren, is it a matter of s0 little moment 
you whether this church is preserved whole, or split uj 
into factions? Which do you think would be mo 
pleasing to God ; to base your judgment on legal techni 
alities, and by so doing rend the church, or upon mors 
truth and save her?” 

Brother M. quotes the above, beginning with, “ Whic’ 
do you think,” ete.. Note his reply and see what he aim 
at. “ Which do you think, Brother L., would be mos 
pleasing to God? °To base your judgment upon th 
action of the last General Conference, and by so doin! 
court the affections of unbelievers and Christless institu 
tions to the disapprobation of thousands of old-style; 
United Brethren, who came into this church because ¢ 
our Opposition to those worldly institutions, and by st 
doing rend the church (which, by the way, by the help «| 


which you speak, and save her from the power of th! 
lodge? Or does Brother L. wish us to understand tha} 
the action of the General Conference in appointing | 
church commission is based on moral truth?” 

I answer, Yes. What will you do about it? Is you} 
action of rebellion against the authorities of the churel| 
according to moral truth? Is your defense of the law} 
less, as in the case of those who repudiate the Genera| 
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biference, the annual conference, the quarterly confer- 
be, and the class, according to moral truth? Or, has 
moral truth changed under the writ of “habeas 
jpus,” which you wish to introduce to help you carry 
|) your policy of turning off ministers you do not like? 
[he reader will notice the following irrelevant impli- 
ions and insinuations found in the brother’s argument, 
/1 recorded on the thirtieth page of his letter. 

|. Insinuation that to submit to the action of the 
jneral Conference is to court the affections of unbeliev- 
| and all kinds of secret, ungodly wretches. Where 
38 he find anything of this authorized by the action of 
bs General Conference? Echo—Where? The insinua- 
n is areflection upon the honesty and morality, saying 
jthing of the religion, of that body. 

2. It is an iusinuation and reflection upon every 
other and sister who chooses to stand aloof from the 
ase opposing the General Conference, and who proposes 
be true to the conference of their creation. 

3. As to the disapprobation of old-styled United 
ethren, it is a pity that there should arise any neces- 
y to cross their feelings, but it certainly 1s a greater 
iy that old-fashioned United Brethren should be 
able to see beyond a prejudged dogma, much more 
\at they should be so self-opinionated as not to allow 
flere the privilege of free will and judgment in matters 
| church polity. 

4. Now, I will call attention to the brother’s part par- 
ithetical clause, by which he thought to awaken a 
jasational feeling in the church against myself, in the 
pe of prejudicing the people against me and _at the 
ne time*turning the tide of the popular mind to the 
idical side of the question. __ 

His insinuation is, that if I submit to the action of 
e General Conference, that I will rend the church 
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(“which has made me, by the help of God, what I am 
a Christian and a minister”). Now, I am sorry tl 
there should arise any necessity for personal defense 
this matter, but I doubt not that all see that the nati 
of the assault demands it, and it shall be made at t 
risk of being called an egotist. . 
Yes, Brother Miller, the church has made me wha! 
am as a Christian, and this is the way she has done it. 
1. When walking in the woods, a word spoken | 
myself sent the arrow of conviction to my heart. F 
lowing that conviction I was led to the mercy seat at r 
own home altar in a little log cabin, where God { 
Christ’s sake pardoned my sins. No preacher open! 
the Scriptures to my mind; no priest helped at that alti 
save only the Christ of Olivet. Yes; the church ma 
me. God called me, I answered, and thirty years age 
entered the ministry of the church in Auglaize Annu 
Conference, full of ambition and zeal, fully believiil 
that the ministry was the most responsible calling in t) 
dispensation of God or the call of his church. “Cove 
ing earnestly the best gifts,” and supported by what! 
believed to be a righteous ambition, all my mental ene 
gies were bent in the direction of highest possible attai! 
ments. Poverty, affliction, and small salary —the fir 
by inheritance, the second from sin, and the third fro’ 
the church — were my first teachers. Of course, tl 
church helped make me what I am. | 
1. She taught me great economy by small salaries, | 
2. She taught me great dependence upon God by r 
‘fusing me adequate supplies. | | 
3. She taught me to rely upon self-effort by having ij 

a great measure to support myself and family. 
4. She taught me the utility of sacrifices in religio? 
5. She taught me how to sympathize with those wk 
are poor and in need by placing me by their side. 
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\7 es, Brother Miller, the church has made me what I 
: If to travel the largest fields in the conference on 


t, not being able to own a beast, is to make a mana 
| ristian and a minister, then the church has made me 
|at 1 am as such. If to pay out eight hundred and 
anty dollars in four years additional to what the 
pirch paid in order to keep in its ministry is the mak- 
|} of aman then the church has made me what I am 
1 Christian and minister. if to refuse seven hundred 
ji fifty dollars a year and be at home with your family 
ry day and never exposed to cold or storm, at a time 
en the church refused even four hundred dollars a 
hur means that the church made me what I am, then 
}; church will have the praise. If to work all day to 
| bread that the church should have supplied, and to 
}d and study while others slept that I might be able 
preach Christ to the people, means that the church 
‘ made me, then let her have the glory. Putting it on 
} basis of loss and gain I hope she will not be the 
er in the transaction. As to the nature, character and 
antity of the work done by me the people can de- 
imine. Ido not stand in the foreground to be puffed 
re yet in the background to be rebuffed. 

Jn page 31 of Brother M.’s letter he charges me with 
position to constitutional law-abiding members of, the 
arch. Thus he and his constantly do, and _as earnest- 
strive to create the impression that all is done for the 
ly reason that they contend for the constitution and 
ifession of faith, just as though to contend for these 
't a man beyond ‘the possibility of wrong doing. Once 
wre I declare that all such charges lack the elements 
aich entitle them to credence. And now, reader, we 
ast take our leave of Brother M.’s open letter, and I do 
the more readily because of the consciousness of having 
alt fairly with his arguments, not having taken any 
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advantage of anything, nor yet following up much tl 
IT could have done, on vantage ground furnished. I 
lieve I have kept my word in that. which was promis 
at the beginning, viz., that I would give an analysis. 
his letter by following out as well as possible his chal 
of thought. If I have failed it has not been because! 
the great variety found in his pages, but because of t! 
verdancy of repetition which he could so readily apTi 
to almost every argument. I fully understand from t} 
first the difficult nature of the work because of this, yf 
I believe that those who can be benefited by such di 
cussion will be helped by this. I do not blame Brot hi 
Miller for writing against me, that’s what the Conservai 
says, and it is what everybody knows is true. And it| 
evident he could not help it. If the brother has gaind 
in his effort, friends for himself and converts to his caul 
Ido not mourn the loss of either. My only object hi 
been to prevent the abduction of our people. I ha} 
dealt with nothing which has not been made public, n 
yet taken advantage of circumstances by which 
cause would be the gainer. In every respect I have e| 
deavored to deal justly, and with that candor whic 
should characterize the Christian and gentlemen, au 
now commit all to the reader for his approval or reje 
tion as his judgment may determine. I ask no jud' 
ment on any consideration other than the righteousne’ 
of the cause I plead, and the merits of the arguments 
which it is sustained. 

We think it proper and due the reader to present | 
few quotations touching my imperfect letter, for whic 
the Conservator is responsible, and also what it says abou 
Brother Miller’s review of it: | 
« ‘We have seen a small pamphlet, issued without th 
name of the author, coming from some person in th 
Auglaize conference, and in part it is an open letter t 
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58 
Auglaize conference. The mechanical work is poor, 
orthography defective, the logic bad, and the ideas 
she author are confused. There is nothing clean cut 
ut it, which, perhaps, furnishes a reason for the ab- 
ce of the author’s name. He attempts to define 
anic law, but fails to give an intimation of its mean- 

It tries to remove the obligation of a resolution of 
last session of the conference, requiring that the con- 
ution be enforced in keeping the secret orders out of 
church. It strikes about here and there in a way 
4 reflects honor on no man nor cause.”—Rev. Wm. 
‘lon, in Conservator, December 16, 1886. 
‘Rey. Wm. Miller, of Auglaize conference, has written 
»amplet of thirty-six pages in reply to J. L. Luttrell’s 
mn letter to the Auglaize conference. This is Brother 
ller’s first attempt as an author, and he has acquitted 
maself well. In it he gives a letter of Brother Luttrell, 
ich pronounces the work of the commission a sham.” 
See Conservator, May 12, 1887. | 
‘Several of our brethren have written to the Conserva- 
office for Brother Miller’s pamphlet against Luttrell. 
hey must address Brother Miller, at Uniopolis, for the 
me.”—Conservator, June 2, 1887. 
I3y the above it will be seen that Brother Miller has 
1s fullest indorsement of Brother Dillon, and that he 
‘ows whereof he speaks. We only ask the reader to 
iserve closely our arguments and the answers Miller 
\\kes, and we fear not the judgment which will be - 
lndered. It will be seen that it was much easier to 
mplain of typographical errors than to contend with 
‘ical deductions. 

A3 


















gti! 
La is 08 a0" { et 






2 gst’ 
: Ha: waste 








sae Sit atte “ates 
Re 7 et ep ie i 








ener +, fh pe 


















ata pan 4 oe ‘A a ee a ie ai oF 
ie joan net i nee pn © ij ies ah Myets bis 
ke ae tre ail nas eee is ea A: ; 


















u ar mg ihe 
sy fe Se ts; hE: on eee 
Fite Y ; as Aree Sraritevteh: fine. ike 
es, Bs Linen aol oracgl a ty! Hi ABE 
ores (Gr ANE ee Tibi. 19 Moiese: 
Abie Sui TAME aa were esi Se Sitti aw tists 


gigtts hp f pia | ot Bay 
f COU Wert iaatt iy 

He eae 
ae nn 
ay sien ARS LYE. TS: bn 
ig oh ABBA, NUE. OG 

| ESE, i, Ragities as 























PART SECOND. 





} THE FULL TEXT 


ADIUAL Ml SRULE 
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Hida, Civewt and the Middle District 








“The Full Text yt SAC Misrule 


LIDA CIRCUIT AND eae Dist BIC: 


J. L. Lutirell, Recording Secretary. 
| Rev. William Miller, President. 








i am well aware that under headlines like this, some 
Ui infer at once that abuse is intended, but we can as- 
re such that it is furthest from our purpose to do ~ 
\ything of the kind. For one, I cannot afford to do so, 
.d am willing to leave that work to those whose dispo- 
jon and grace allows them to doit. My own judgment 
that the brother has abused himself; and I know very 
any whom he numbers among his dearest friends that 
eof the same opinion. As to enemies, I do not think 
‘at he has more than any Christian needs to make him 
ine well. But from what is already known, by word 
id deed, one would judge that he has looked upon every 
“other, especially i in the ministry, who does not harmon- 
3 with his views, as his especial foe. This could hardly 
+ otherwise since ‘he is influenced as he is. 

When a man is taught to believe a thing, and then ac- 
‘pts it as true, he will, most likely, act upon it. That 
ie brother is bitter none need be told who have read the 
fusions of his pen. Take his references to what he is 
eased to call persecutions for opinion’s sake—as to him- 
lf, Dillon, Floyd, and the brethren on Elida Circuit. 
hose who know no better would suppose that all the 
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intolerance of Rome had been transferred to the 
glaize Conference, and, in concentrated force, indigna 
poured out upon these consecrated heads. “ Ostraci 
cast off for opinion’s sake.” ‘Who more than thes 
and yet there is no shadow cast in the whole deal | 
would indicate, to the impartial observer, real subst< 
of truth. I here declare, that so far as I am implic: 
in the matter, (and I am told that I am responsible fi 
all), that if any of them should live until I kill them 
their opinions, they will multiply Methuselah’s age 
969, and when that has been numbered, they can cont. 
for their burial as many years ahead, and still t 
will live on and on, with all the chances of life 
their favor. No, brethren, I will never harm you! 
your opinion ; to me, there is not enough in it to te: 
me to sin by coveting it, nor yet to kill you for the ¢ 
of it. I want you to keep it; for, if I can read corm 
between the lines, ’tis your stock in trade and the | 
bodiment of your loyalty to this church, and if you | 
deprived of that the church will be deprived of you. | 
the emphasis: “I WwILL NEVER SUBMIT TO ANY ‘HII 
does not mean this, then what can it mean? If it ¢ 
not mean “my opinion above all others, dominat! 
over all,” then what does it mean? If it does not mé 
“my opinion against all majorities to the contrary, 1 
withstanding,” then what does it mean? If it means 
this, and it surely does, then does it not mean insul 
dination? Subjection, submission, and loyalty it ¢ 
not mean. 

Brother Miller is a man that never changes his m 
on anything. He is just what he has ever been. | 
mind on all points of doctrine is just what it was wl 
he entered the ministry of this church. He is non-{ 
gressive, but he is one of a thousand; and now, that 
has got it into his head that somebody wants to mi! 
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jaanges in the confession of faith that he has always 
telieved, the angels from heaven could not make him 
be that not a thing is proposed that he has not always 
jelieved and preached, as a minister of the United 
)rethren Church, or submitted to when taught by others. 
|— so, he can win a nice present by telling what it is. 
Again: He has been told that the Commission has 
1ade a new constitution and new confession of faith, 
nd neither angels nor men can make him see that 
either the General Conference nor the Commission did 
nything of the kind, and that the church has the abso- 
ite power to veto or adopt, as they may choose to do. 
Once more: Occupying the relation to insubordination 
‘aat the brother does, he is prepared to sit as chairman, 
ond act as president, giving cast and character to conven- 
ions, whose ostensible purpose is the maintenance of 
aw and order in the church, while the real purpose is 
1anifested in developing and fostering misrule. As has 
een shown, this brother presided over the first conven- 
ion in our conference, where a few — and very few — of 
‘he field men of the conference, by his help and sanction, 
oted. every one a rebel to the church who was not in 
ympathy with their plans ; and I now affirm and chal- 
enge the broadest of their number to come out and say 
hat they voted us all rebels on any ground whatever but 
his. I say that in that vote there was the implied over- 
hrow of every minister in the Auglaize Conference who 
efused to take off his hat at the nod of the “gods.” We 
re not pressed for evidence to prove this truth, for long 
go the suspicion was displaced by the bitter expe- 
ence through which we passed. To effect the pur- 
ose as far as possible, vice-presidents were chosen on 
very field of labor in the conference, and if the nature 
f the work done is an index to what was required of 
hem, we know, beyond doubt, that it was perfectly un. 
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derstood that every man whom the “gods” wished to di 
‘stroy‘was to be set aside. It is a sad thing to know th# 
our old Brother M. should be the head of it all; but ¢ 
it is, brethren, and we must bear it well, since he is tk 
“father of us all,”—so says the Conservator,—and the “pu! 
est and best man that ever lived.” I do not know whe 
Brother M. thinks about this showing, but I know thé 
it is all true; and if his vice-presidents have done cor 
trary to his instructions, he should come out through h 
paper and tell us so. I now affirm that, if the propos} 
tion would have met with a little more favor, th! 
same course would have been carried right on throug’ 
this year, and on and on, until there would not havi 
been a place left in our conference for any man whotl' 
they branded “ Liberal” to stand up as a minister of thi 
Gospel. | | ! 

I sai charge that Brother M. is president over all thi 
misrule carried on in the Auglaize Conference, so far ¢ 
that misrule is the outgrowth of the opposition projecter 


fostered, and defended by those who claim to be the lay 
and order party in the church. | 


As SUCH PRESIDENT, BrorHER M.— 


1. Gives his sanction and influence to intoleranc! 
only equaled by Rome. This is witnessed in the fac 
that he beholds, complacently, the effort to smirch th} 
character of his brother ministers by voting them rebels} 
on no other ground than that they are not of his opiniol) 
on matters of church polity ; for, bear in mind, these mei} 
had violated no principle of church-law when this wa 
done. Their offense was simply subordination to churel} 
authorities. Let this statement be denied by any one o| 
the law and order party, if he chooses to do so, and ther, 
mark well what follows. ! 
_ 2. This intolerant spirit is presided over and allowed] 
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his sanction to take the form of lawlessness in reso- 

ltions of quarterly conference, in open violation of both 

e letter and spirit of organic and legislative enactments 

the church. Out of these resolutions of insubordina- 

m comes the misrule which has precipitated upon us 

r trouble and alienations of eahibers from the Church. 

And here again, as in the former case, the same thing 

manifest. These resolutions say, we will not support. 

that for? Why not? Who? Why we won’t support 

Lose who favor the Commission; and on this they pro- 

ed to work up a case of rebellion against every preacher 

ho says he will vote on the questions and submit to the 

cision of the church. Now, “he is a rebel sure,” and 

jbelongs to some secret society, and is in favor of 

ening the doors of the Church to take in all the 

-ders.” “Ihave no support for such a man;” just as 

,ough a man’s receiving the report of a committee, 

rced him to adopt it. Then to make it all effec- 

ve, the “discord sower” publishes almost weekly that 

very man isa rebel to the Church, and in favor of se- 

ecy, who proposes to act under instructions of the Gen- 

val Conference, trying purposely to create the conviction 

nat to accept the report of the committee is to adopt its 
ork. The God of truth knows that we state the facts 
yearly here. 

Over all this lawless, Christless, sophistical and illogi- 
1] reasoning our old Brother M. is president, imparting 
rength and enthusiasm to the whole array, and all 
nder the strange infatuation that it is for the mainten- 
‘ace of law and order in the Church. In my heart I 
eeply deplore the necessity which requires this faithful 
nalysis, but duty demands it, and pleasure must yield 
) the behests of responsibility, even though it costs me 
1e faa er that lives when flattered, but dies when. 
rossed. 
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But once again, Brother M., as president, adviser, al 
director of the assumed salvation party, espouses t.) 
cause of those, who, by the influence of the captio: 
teaching of this party, have plunged headlong into Opi 
rebellion against the law and authorities of the Chure, 
and by insinuations and reflections, and charges of mé 
administration against men who have sought to mainta| 
the laws and honor of the Church in opposition to t] 


insubordination thus fostered. He gives aid and comfo 
to the transgressors, and demands that lawful decisiol 
in such cases be reversed, and such ones as have falle 
out under these decisions, be restored to their form) 
standing in the Church, without any concessions, 1 
pentance, confessions or humility whatever, and that the 
be pronounced good members of the Church, whose on: 
offense was their loyal opinions. The only reason a 
signed by the president, is that under the dictatorsh; 
of an arbitrary despot, J. L. Luttrell, who was unaj 
imously voted to be a rebel at the convention ov 
which the brother presided, and is now declared to ij 
so by the president in his own words, the parties j) 
question have been turned out for opinion’s sake. ( 
course there is a great deal implied in all this, but we ca 
afford it better than the president can, since we are fort 
fied in the fortress of truth, while he is covered only wit) 
the thin gauze of prevarication and misrepresentatio) 
woven by the shuttle of the slanderer’s tongue. | 

Once more: The president outlines the ageressiy 
policy of his future course, by which he proposes tor) 
move ministers from the active work in the Auglaiz 
Conference who cannot join his “Gideon Band” in tk 
crusade. The plan, it must be confessed, is a wily on 
and indicates quite clearly that it called to its help th 
calculation of shrewdness. It may bea little “‘swiviel-like: 
yet it is easily relieved of itsambiguity. This is the plan 
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a ARP NE LIEN, 


“The proper course, I think, to be pursued at this 
tical time in the history by every minister is this: 
't us go to the fields of labor assigned us by the confer- 
ce, and if we are not received by the people, and if 
ey will not support us, then let us peaceably resign 
be work, and not expel good members of the Church, 
no may differ with us on the church-commission ques- 
m.’ 
“Quite a large number of the membership on my cir- 
it differ with me on the commission question. but, by 
e grace. of God, no one shall be expelled from the 
1urch for this difference of opinion.” [See his pam- 
ilet, page 35. | 
It is difficult to believe Brother M. capable of all this, 
d, under any other circumstances, he would not be. 
e is as true to his convictions as ever Saul of Tarsus 
as, and believes he is doing God’s service, while he 
ids the clothes of those who are stoning his brethren 
death. Do not be deceived. He charges that brethren 
‘| Elida Circuit are thrown out of church for believing 
fferently from Brother Bay and myself on the commis- 
mn. This is done for opinion’s sake, he says. 
Dear brethren, you have already seen what that “opin- 
n” did, and you must not be deceived by such hol- 
+ pretensions; nor yet be wheedled into the belief 
vat the brethren on Brother M.’s circuit, who are lb- 
val, are to be classed with those who ‘have arrayed 
-emselves in open hostility to law and authority. Far 
‘om it; and the very implication that they are such is 
1 insult to their integrity and loyalty to the church. 
wave they arrayed themselves against him, repudiated 
is ministry, attempted to drive him from his lawfully- 
pointed work, persecuted and vilified his character, 
id done all in their power to ruin him? No, indeed ! 


he brethren on Lockington Circuit are loyal to the 
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church, and though they knew all about Brother 
rapid and bitter spirit of intoleration of all who cross | 
path, they, nevertheless, treat him with the respect tl 
every good man will show his minister, when his offer 
is defined only by his right of opinion in measures a 
means to plans and methods of church-laws and wo: 
No; Brother M. has no occasion to throw these go 
members out. for opznion’s sake, and for the very go 
reason that their opinion is not organized into oppc 
tion to the church and her methods of doing her wo: 
I charge that this is a sham unworthy of Brother] 
and believe him better than his record. But the insir 
ation, which is given such prominence by him and 
the “discord sower,” that members are turned out of t 
church for opinion’s sake is an unmitigated falsehood, | 
far as I know, or have any relation to anything of t 
kind; and I am quite sure that parties planning t 
scheme—for such it is—know full well that such is t 
case, But just such measures seem well, and even be 
adapted to the destructive work, over which our ¢ 
brother presides. In my heart I would be sorry to | 
lieve that he is not better than this honest showi) 
makes him to be; but no sorrow for, sympathy with, , 
devotion to, him, upon the part of old friends, can ey 
mitigate the great evil done the cause, nor counteract } 
influence against our brethren in the ministry, w 
refused to strike hands with him in the crusade oy 
which he presides. 

For myself, I hope for no relief whatever; aud if the 
be no salvation for me and Brother Bay, only what 
conditioned to us on pages 34 and 35 of his pamphl 
then we are doomed as surely as the président has ¢ 
creed it; for neither of us will ever admit the slandero 
charge true, nor yet sue for mercy at his hand. Whi 
he proves his slanders true, by competent witnesses, 
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1 be time enough then for honest people,to believe 
1m, but certainly not before. | 








ROTHER M.’S INSUBORDINATE RELATION TO THE LAW. 


_ wish now to place the president in juxtaposition to 
law, that the want of harmony between him and the 
rmay be seen. As president of the ‘Law and Order 
ty,” Brother M. will not object to this, and certainly 
friends will be pleased to know what a fortress his 
unsels are, in the sense of the plain letter of discipline. 


ORGANIC DEFENSE OF THE ITINERANT MINISTRY. 


Section 4 of Article II. of the Church Constitution, 
bids any rule or ordinance being passed to destroy the 
yaerant plan. 

All members joining this Church, if properly received, 
swered the following question in the affirmative: 
tre you willing to be governed by our Church disci- 
one?” 

‘That vow includes obedience to every law enjoining 
‘igious duty. And any act of disobedience to any law 
kes the party a “truce-breaker” and subjects him to the 
malty annexed. And just to the extent that the law 
ifines responsibility, and grants immunities in that 
\wenant relation, just so far is accountability defined, 
id benefit secured under that covenant. So now we 
uy safely say that between the responsibility of enter- 
x into that covenant relation and application, and 
joyment of the benefits proposed by it, there is the 
terference of accountability, which determines both 
2 obedience and the reward. As is the obedience so 
ist be the reward if the honor of the law is to be 
aintained. And let it be remembered that just so far 
law defines the goodness of church members, just 
‘far is that goodness wanting when the law is violated. 
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This analysis is correct, and we shall now present | 
reader my argument in my first letter. In my letter, 
which brother M. replies, I said, “Rejection of and | 
fusal to support ministers for opinion’s sake is not o1 
a violation of the covenant made when joining 
church, but is in direct opposition to section 4 of thea 
stitution. | | 
On this the President remarks: “That perhaps. sv 
violation was only intended as a suspension of the wril 
habeas corpus, which is allowable in the case of on 
or rebellion when the public safety may require it’ 
page 20 of his pamphlet. Again on page 26 he Sa} 
“I suppose the parties referred to by the elder wot 
plead guilty to the charge of rebellion against rebellion 
“ What else can you truthfully call it?” We will n 
show you, my dear brethren, just what Brother | 
commits himself to: 1. The parties he justifies, ; 
that is exactly what he does, and he will not deny it, ¢ 
guilty in the first, highest and last degree of open a, 
AONE violation of the following plain articles of chur 
aw: 
1. Duties or MEMBmrs, item 9. Receiving the past, 
“It is the advice of the General Conference that all d 
tricts, stations, circuits, and missions cheerfully recei 
the preachers appointed by the: stationing committee | 
the respective annual conferences.” 
2. Item 8. “It is the duty of all members of t. 
church to pay toward the support of the itinerant mi 
istry, quarterly or oftener if need be, in proportion 
their ability, as God has prospered them.” ~ ° - | 
Here I will introduce some facts as indicating the re 
animus of the whole thing. | 
On Van Wert circuit, at a quarterly meeting held Ju 
31, 1886, Bro. M. presiding, it was resolved : “ We will n 
support any preacher, presiding elder, or bishop, that Ww 
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.y way aid or sympathize with the illegal work of 
ommission.” ‘* That we will not submit to lodge rule 
his circuit is evident.” I was put under the ban of 
resolution, and held from two o’clock until fifteen 
ites past seven o’clock, by the inquisition of the Law 
Order party, and my moral and official character 
wrdized because I said, in reply to the question de- 
ding answer, that I would vote my sentiments and 
» the issue. To this Brother M. responds: “All 
, good brethren,” to rebel against rebellion. ‘ Lut- 
‘seeks to invade your rights. Our Law and Order 
‘ue voted him a rebel at our convention, and a rebel 
.. Proscribe him, and starve him out. Boycott him.” 
so they did; and if the preacher had not had a little 
yathy for me I should have been compelled to walk 
e for want of money to pay car-fare. 
zain, on Montezuma circuit, a quarterly conference 
~ August 21, 1886, Brother M. presiding, resolves, 
+ will not support any preacher, presiding elder, or 
op, that in any way aids or sympathizes with the un- 
ul work of the commission. That we will not bow 
ydgism on this charge is clear to our minds.” En- 
vaged by this resolution, the I*inance Committee, at 
‘opening of this conference year, resolved, that their 
tary notify the presiding elder that he would not be 
vved on that field of labor. I ruled that such au- 
‘ity did not belong to the committee, and strove hard 
versuation to have them amend the report by strik- 
it out. A strong effort was made to have me enter- 
a motion on adoption as a whole. This I refused to 
and because over-ridden in my rulings, I left the 
. After which, a motion tu strike out did ob- 
and five members voted squarely against it, and 
sixth explaining that if the secretary had noti- 
'me not to come, he would vote to dismiss me. It 
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was Brother Moore, the pastor, who explained as ab 
Brother Kindle voted to send me away. 

To this Brother M. says: “Amen! served him ri 
Rebellion begets rebellion.” Suspend the writ of A 
corpus, by which he means, do not have the body. ‘“ 
voted him a rebel, and a rebel he is, as he refuses to y 
his conviction to our opinion, and his judgment to 
diction.” : 

Once more: On Pleasant Grove circuit, the good br 
ren thought. to harmonize in the above actions, under 
same principles of misrule. They went forward 
their work at their first quarterly meeting this year, 
on the resolution that my moral and official chara 
pass, twenty-one members put themselves to the re 
as follows: eight voted to pass me; eleven voted aga 
my moral and official character; two voted to pass 
morally, but not officially; J. Vian, an Annual Co 
ence member, being one of the number ; Brothers S 
ner and Montgomery did not vote either way. 

Thus my character was smirched again, and Bro: 
M. says: “Good for you; served you right. T 
good and loyal. members were only defending themse 
against rebellion. They were endangered by the i 
sion of their rights, and Luttrell is both the invader ¢ 
the rebel; for did not these brethren, many of them, 
him such?” There was a little discomfiture at the C 
of the meeting, when we arose and calmly read to t 
the resolution passed at the fourth quarterly confere 
for the year 1885, under my administration. The foll 
ing is that resolution: 

‘Resolved, That we will not receive, neither will 
support, any bishop, presiding elder, or pastor whom 
know to be favorable to the reception of members 
longing to secret societies.” 


The resolution was so palpably contrary to what it 
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represented to be all over the conference, and at the 
session of our conference especially by the president 
ve “Law and Order Party,” that it seemed to shock 
yy one who knew not the facts. The reading called 
i challenge from the pastor and a very warm speech 
: Brother Skinner, in which he declared that I had 
ipulated the resolution in order to make a loophole 
somebody to get out at,—of course you understand 
his that they supposed I was shut in,—“ and that it 
not what they wanted at all,”—all can see why it is 
— ‘and that it did him and Brother Vian the greatest 
stice,” by which I inferred that they were the authors 
4. The brother gave me a good, warm send-off, in 
ch I was told that they had no use on their circuit 
any such a man, to all of which Brother M. responds, 
mote wt be.” | 

he next and only resolution of the kind passed under 
administration was on the Olive Branch Circuit. It 


Resolved, That we will not receive nor support any 
sor, presiding elder, or bishop, who ignores the pro- 
ons of our church constitution, or who tolerates se- 
'y in any way.” 

‘his is Brother M.’s home circuit, and at the first quar- 
by meeting this year, my moral and official character 
sed by one vote only, there being fifteen members 
sent besides myself. Now, my dear brethren, you have 
rd so much said about these resolutions, | want you 
arefully compare them with each other, and I do not 
+ your honest decision. 

sit we have another resolution passed, relating to the 
aw and Oorder Party,” over which the president is 
atly exercised. [See his reference to it in his pamph- 
page 12.] The following is the resolution, and was 
ised July 17, 1886: , : 


& 
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‘WHEREAS, There exists a spirit of insubordinat 
in our Church among some of our brethren,”—will | 
president deny this?— ‘and, Wuereas, Said breth 
are holding conventions in which they seek to discour 
the circulation of our church paper, and the payin; 
money to the missionary and various other interest} 
the Church,”— Will the brother deny this?—I gt 
hardly ; we will wait and see.—‘‘ Resolved, 1. That we| 
greatly displeased with the spirit of rebellion manifes! 
and do hereby express our disapproval of the course t] 
are pursuing.”—If such actions are not best defined 
the word “rebellion,” what word would you, Mr. Pri 
dent, employ to convey the clearest meaning of y!| 
actions? If you are not resisting the authority of a ld 
ful government, what are you doing? If your acti! 
are not in whole or in part an avowed opposition to so 
act or law of the Church, what is it ?—“Resolved, 2. T! 
we disapprove of the so-called constitutional conventio 
and that we will, so far as we can, discourage their ex 
tence and our people from attending and taking p| 
in the deliberations of the same.” And now, Mr. Pr¢ 
dent, and all concerned, I do not hesitate to say that th 
are the wisest and most churchly and Christlike reso 
tions of all that have been passed since the sitting of 4 
General Conference, no difference under whose admir 
tration they may have obtained. 

Once more on the matter of resolutions, and we : 
done. 7 

At a quarterly conference on Elida Circuit, held Jv 
17, 1886, Brother Miller presiding, the following reso 
tion was adopted : ; 

“Resolved, That we will not support any preacher, p 
siding elder, or bishop, who favors oiganized secrecy, 
is in sympathy with the commission.” 

The secretary says this resolution was signed by twent 
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of the thirty-two members of this quarterly confer- 

Now, that you may see just what this resolution 
at, itis only necessary to note its influence and its 
:, all of which you will see in the case of this 
wit. 

It isaremarkable thing how those twenty-one names 
es came to be signed to that resolution. I have been 
)y years in the ministry, quite a number of which have 
| spent on the district, but I never saw anything like 
‘before. This is the way it was done: Brother J. D. 
mn, the Vice-President of the Law and Order party, 
jilida circuit, called to his help 8. A. Stemen, of Elida, 
.), and they worked up the matter prior to the quar- 
conference, so that the thing was signed and sealed 
wrehand. | 

When the present year opened, with Rev. W. E. 
recularly appointed pastor to Elida circuit, the Fi- 
ze Committee, three of which belonged to the “ fac- 
” held a meeting on the 5th of October, 1886, without 
wall of the pastor, at which time they agree—three to 
-—to dismiss him, and so notify him, as follows: 


Wy WV. ih. BAY 


\Dear Sir:-—In view of the resolution, passed on this 
. of labor, concerning the commission act, we would 
say, the Finance Committee have met this day, and 
° consulting each other, have concluded to drop you 
ww lines. Elida, Allentown, and Marion societies have 
‘luded they cannot hire you as their pastor for the 
ing year, on account of your stand taken on the 
rch commission act. Now, Brother Bay, if you think 
_to come on and make your round, and fill your ap- 
utmentg, and hold your finance committee, | they mean 
iting], it is all right, we do not hold this as our final 
ice committee [meeting is intended], only to consult 
| 2 
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and advise with you. Honey Run society does not ; 
quiesce with us in this movement, so we will sign 0, 
names. Respectfully, | 
“J. W. SreMEN. | 

“R. VERBRIKE. | 

. . “Noan MILLER.” : 

The reader will please mark the following points | 
this usurpation of power by three men: The authori 
assumed in this act is in direct opposition to the cons 
tution, as already shown. It is in direct Opposition | 
“ Item” 9, page 22, of Discipline. It is an open violatic 
of the plain duties enjoined upon such committe 
(Item 15, page 87.) It is an assumption of high prerog 
tives, which belong only and absolutely to the quarter 
conference, and only to it in a sense implied in the genl| 
of our church government. And last, it is an act of i 
subordination, the nature and character of which is 4 
defined by the word, rebellion against the authorities | 
the church. This usurping and arrogating committ; 
met the pastor some days after this on his call, and the 
and there, as they verily believed; executed the purpo) 
of their first effort. . I protested against their action, ar. 
told Brother Bay that they had no such authority, ar 
also to the people publicly, and urged all to maintaj 
their rights against such lawlessness and misrule. _ 
On the 30th of October, 1886, the first quarterly mee 
ing was held at Marion class, at which there were twent; 
four members present, and eight were absent — thirty-tw 
in all. On the resolution, appointing a new nant 
committee to apportion finance, the vote stood eleve: 
for it and ten against it; so that it will be seen that the) 
was a loss of eleven votes from the secretary’s report 
twenty-one signatures to the rebellious and lawless resi 
lution, which precipitated the ruin of Elida Cirenit, ¢ 
far as that ruin has been wrought. 7 | 
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gain: On the adoption of the committee’s report 
re were just nine votes against it and fourteen in 
or, the opposition party representing misrule losing 
man, while the party representing right rule gain 
ze, This vote called out the full strength of the body, 
_; twenty-three votes all told, the chairman not voting 
anything, though entitled to a vote because of his 
sss-membership on the work. . 


: RIGHT RULE. 
is tofmy rulings at the Quarterly Conference, I 
d: i 


. That those brethren who took the bold stand, as in- 
ated above, were insubordinate, and that I could not 
business for the Church with men who arrayed them- 
res against her laws and authorities as these brethren 
re then doing. But I put in a plea of mercy for them, 
J under that plea the Quarterly Conference passed a 
jlution extending time until the second quarterly 
eting in which it was requested and enjoined that we 
insel together, and seek to harmonize and not divide 
and ruin the church. When I made this plea a 
ing brother got the floor and delivered himself in a 
‘blistering words and epithets, certainly very unbe- 
iaing a boy whose relations to and associations with 
Chairman are best defined by the words, father and 
1, both naturally and spiritually. He said: “Mr. 
airman, we do not ask any mercy at your hands. We 
not here for that purpose. We don’t want mercy. 
5 don’t belong to the same church you do. We are the 
United Brethren. You are the new. You have gone 
sx to the G. A, R.’s, and the “‘boodle” is on the ground 
prove it.” “Amen,” says Brother Miller, “these are 
od loyal members.” 
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Well the resolution passed, with sixteen votes in 
favor, and this good humble brother was one of t 
number voting for mercy. 


THINGS SAID AND PUBLISHED ABOUT THIS,QUARTERLY CC 
FERENCE ESPECIALLY MYSELF. 


I quote the Conservator: ‘‘ We learn recently of a ple 
where the characters of a number of our brethren we 
arrested in Quarterly Conference because the liberals h 
avery slight majority, which they would not have had if 
our brethren had been in attendance.” ‘We have not hea: 
however, of any place where our brethren have arrest 
liberals, although in many places we are in the maj 
ity.’’ ‘Many who are liberals, we believe, are too mz 
nanimous to do anything of this kind, but some grade l 
enough to persecute their brethren because they will not forse 
the principles the Church has taught them.” All this insi 
uation and falsehood our old Brother M. sanction 
for he says of these men they are good members, and 
they are and Dillon speaks the truth then I am t 
veriest despot. I know not who the reporter to the Cx 
servator is, but it matters not what I know, the peo 
know, and above all and best of all, God knows that 
these statements are stripped of their falsehoods, the iu 
that records them, at a penny a pound, would exce 
their value as far as the light of the sun eclipses t 
tallow candle. 

Now, reader, I want your attention to the analysis 
these statements. These brethren, it issaid, were arrest 
because the liberals were slightly in the majority. F 
cause is a compound word, thus, be-and cause-or b 
cause; hence, on this account, or for this reason, whi 
means something explained in the next or followi 
proposition. The first proposition is “ The characters oj 
number of our brethren have been arrested.” The questi 
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what for, and the answer will be the second or next 
yposition, viz.: The liberals were in the majority, 
refore our brethren were arrested because they were 
she minority. Now if there be good logic, much less 
implied truth in such an argument, I confess to great 
pidity. But the first proposition is nullified by the 
roduction of a third, viz: ‘‘They would not have 
n if our brethren had all been there.” 

“he effort is to make out a case simply of prejudice 
inst the parties in mention, because of their opposi- 
in to the Commission, and not because of their rebellious 
ubordination. 

3ut further on in these vile statements may be seen 
+ what the Conservator wishes to accomplish. After 
ising the great goodness of radical brethren, and 
ting its readers with a little flattery, that none can be 
‘low as myself, it assumes that the arresting done was 
sxause these brethren would not give up the principles 
»Church had taught them; therefore, they are perse- 
ed because they are good and loyal members in the 
urch. I declare before the God of justice, as I shall 
‘swer to him at the last day, that, personally, no such 
ought ever entered my heart before or since that 
jion; nor do I believe it ever entered the mind of 
yy brother in the Quarterly Conference. And I here 
d now declare that the man who will lend him- 
‘f to such vileness is more to be feared than the 
e who would burn the house over my head; and 1 
‘re to say it, that such animadversions are a slander 
son baseness. I repeat it: The reporter is not known 
| as such, but the Conservator is responsible for the 
iunder. . 

‘I will now give you a letter just as it is written, 
nich will help you to a still better understanding of 
vatters : 
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“BROTHER LUTTRELL: : 
“Dear Sir:—I would like to say Dear friend But i 
vewing the Past I cannot see you As Afriend in thi 
Letter I Want to Remind you of some things that too 
Place in the first and second quarterly meetings first W 
will Notice A vote— there were A motion to Elect At 
other finance committy—vote favoring motion We 
nine—you Counted secretary ho Did not vote whie 
made ten — other side voted ten you said tie vote the 
secritary Said havent I A write to A vote you said ce} 
tenily you have —then he voted — you said Eleven Wei 
done When you found motion lost Counted one man th 
second time how Does this Look for A Presiding office 
is this honestty is this Religion if it is there is two kind 
— When the Lord Converted me he made me An hones 
man—you may plead innocent—that you did n | 
notice the mistake But We will not except it After yo) 
give us A shaking up for not Comming to you for Aj 
vice in stead of going some where else — then you Wen 
Ahead And Did Business —if you think this is not tru 
I Can Prove it By'six or eight witnesses Another Poi 
When I Asked you some questions in the quartly Con 
ference you impudently Asked me ho told me fo As] 
these questions As tho I did Not know Any thing onl} 
when some one had told me how is that for a presiding 
officer— Not much wonder you Could not sing Praisi 
god from hoom all blessings flow for godds Blessing; 
Dont flow on such conduct We will Notice some of thi 
proceedeings of the second quartly Conference first th 
vote to throw them Rascalls out Asthe Libberls Calle¢ 
them the members voted With their hands sufficiently 
high for you to Count them But that did not make us mear| 
EKnough—you had them to Raise their hands As higk 
As they could get them Nice indeed for A presiding eldey 
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that is Libberal Religion I dont want any of it — the 
|d stile is the Best I have Been on the Jury And helped 
) deside A great many Cases the judge Never sent us 
ack and told us to make the man out as mean As we 
»uld As you did in the quarterly conference But he was 
vanly Enough to Receive the Decission and go Ahead 
}: Regard to my Case As AS. § superintendent I Defy 
ju to Point to Any Place Where I have taught herisy 
). the school or Been guilty of moral Delinquency cu- 
ous kind of A delinquency in deed Except reporting 
he school to the quartly meeting how Could A super in 
im dent that ment Buisness Attend such Degrading 
har Conferences As has been held on Elida circut this 
ear Luttrel if you Are going to fetch others to the scribe 
1 the Name of heaven Why dont you Come to the 
sribe your self—Did you have the Stewards to Read the 
ames of them that paid money And the Amount Hather 
sssion this year Now Brother John me thinks you had 
}etter take the Beam out of your own Eye be fore you 
ry to gett the mote out of your Brothers Eye Less look 
it Elida 8. School for Awhile throwing out Brother 
lbert and Putt in Brother Brower A man that has not 
een attending sabbath schol And is Reported to be A 
’runcard — how is that for A christian Body What will 
1 man not Do when he gets Emmity in his hart What 
rill Become of such men such spite work But this is the 
ine secret men and secret simpethises travel on if they 
ant make things go there way they Cutt and slash and 
ear Every thing to pieces Eaven throw their Best church 
nd sabbath school Workers out and fill their places with 
Any thing that they Can Pick up out of the Waste Bas- 
cet what A pitty you deny some of these statements 
3utt we see the secret men Ralleying around you thatts 
ays A good Eal— Brother John I feel to day if those 
nis Doings is not made write And satisfactory I will will 
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have them the Proceedings of the two quarterly Confer. 
ences Published in the County Papers maby if we Coulé 
wait till the next quartly meeting is over your Case 
would be Well enough Published Pretty Well Done now 


the tree we have Been writ ng About Stands At the hea 

of A small orcherd the Boddy is A nice looking one 
years Ago we Clumb into the top of this tree sat Down 
on its Branches to Eat fruit Butt the Branches has be- 
come Doty the fruit Bitter Butt Finely they have gave 
Away And lett us fall As they Did once before — some of 
us is Consitterbly Bruised Butt with the help of Jesus 


ao 


has tasted of this Bitter fruit in the few last Days and 
shuved it Aside saturday and sabbath struck your Death 
Lick Brother Bays the same unlegs Repented of your 
own Brethren ho voted with you At least some of them 
Says you Done very wrong— mis Leading your Brethren 
— What A shame — Dont see where you get your Law.” 

The above letter was written by one of the leading 
lights of the uncalled for and unprecedented rebellion 
on Elida Circuit, and speaks for itself and the friends of 
the cause it so fittingly represents. I withhold the writer’s 
name, not wishing to do him harm abroad. And I wish 
the reader to give special attention to what the letter 
says in its charges upon my character. I will now pre- 
sent the reader with another paper or two, bearing some- 
what upon the above, which algo speaks in no uncertain 
or ambiguous way : 


“ BROTHER DILton: 


“The liberals have turned Noah Miller, and §., Pp. 
Stemen, and Jacob Clopper out at Marion, making in all 
five they have turned out. Please note that I. W. Stemen 
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hid myself were the first in the church who were turned 
lit for opposing the commission. I want to file the pa- 
hr away for future reference. Our meetings are getting 
Witer all the ume. “S, A. STEMEN.” 


Now I will present another, from the hand of H. Floyd’ 
pider the heading— 


“TIBERAL ADMINISTRATION ON ELIDA CIRCUIT.” 


11. He admits that the Finance Committee refused to 
jire the preacher. I wish to inform that “fox” that 
paance committees do not hire preachers in this church, 
19 more than formulating committees make constitu- 
jons in this church. The committee in this case as- 
jamed the high prerogative to dismiss our pastor, as seen 
}sewhere, and the committee that reported in about five 
\inutes were both gentlemen and Christians, who, acting 
ypon the principles of loyalty which inhere in liberalism 
‘oes its duty, as per the Discipline, thereby rebuking 
hie “arrogance and misrule” of the committee which be- 
Hayed the confidence of a people which trusted in them. 
| 2. “It is said that the adoption of this report was 
hronounced carried by counting the secretary’s vote 
wice.” Please note this slander upon the Quarterly Con- 
lerence, and especially upon myself. Compare it with 
ae letters above. 

| 8. He says that I “arrested the passage of the char- 
icter of those who had, in a quarterly conference previ- 
busly held, voted for a resolution the purport of which 
vas, the expression of a purpose not to support men who 
lavored the work of the commission.” Please observe 
What the arresting of character is made to depend upon 
‘hose men’s voting for a previous resolution. 

Isn’t that “cunning.” It may do to catch “ geese” with, 
yut it certainly will not catch men who are awake to the 
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interests of the church, proper. You can tell that “ fox / 
that I will do work to-day and to-morrow which wil 
honor God and vindicate this church regardless of hi 
efforts and the vile sheet that circulates the slander, t¢ 
to smirch my character before the church. And I noy 
affirm that every statement made in each and all of the 
documents here quoted which charge upon me mal-ad. 
ministration, in rulings on law, are gratuitously supplied 
by men who cannot rise above the low plane of the self 
opinionated. Moreover, that any charge which commits 
me to partisanship is without any foundation in truth, 
I oppose no man for his opinion on the Commission, but 
when brethren propose to ostracise men for their opin: 
ions and then to make their arrogance effective, assume 
to violate the plain unambiguous laws of the church, I 
propose that it cannot be done while I have authority to 
prevent it. 

I deny that any member on Elida Circuit has been 
unseated in the Quarterly Conference or expelled from 
the Church for opposing the Commission, or for opi’ 
lon’s sake. The heavens above us know that this denial 
is just and true. And now, brethren, I give you a little 
more bearing upon this matter. The remarkable letter 
given above states that I received two votes from the Sec-) 
retary on one question. Brother Floyd sends this false- 
hood broadcast through the medium of the scandal- 
monger for the purpose of smirching me, and justifying 
the parties who are in rebellion against law and ra 
ity in the Charch. 


The following speaks for the truth of the matter : 





QUESTIONS BY THE JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. : 


I. What is yourname? Answer—B. F. Sherrick. | 
2. Where do you reside? Answer—In Sugar Creek | 
Township, Allen County, Ohio. ra | 





: 
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| Are youa member of the U. B. Church? Answer 
)am. 

| How long have you belonged to theChurch? An- 
r—About seventeen years. 

Were you present at the Quarterly Conference, at 
hion Church, on Elida Circuit, U. B. Church, on the 
iL of October, 1886? Answer—I was. 

| What relation did you sustain to that Quarterly 
ference? Answer—Trustee of Elida church house, 
Secretary of the Quarterly Conference. 

| Did the presiding elder require you to vote twice 
any question before that conference? Answer—He 
not. 

_ Are you aware that it is reported that you did vote 
Lce on the motion to appoint a new Finance Commit-’ 
? Answer—I am. 

— And you did not vote but once on any question, 
|| was not asked to do so by the presiding elder? An- 
r—No sir. B. F. SHERRICK. 


‘tate of Ohio, Allen County, ss.—Before me, J. G. Riden- 
, a Justice of the Peace in and for said County. 
ersonally appeared B. F. Sherrick, above named, who 
ide solemn oath that the foregoing questions or instru- 
mnt of writing is true and correct. 
‘worn to and subscribed before me this 30th day of 
ae, A. D. 1887. JOHN RIDENOUR, 
Justice of the Peace. 













We, the undersigned, members and not members of the 
ited Brethren Church, testify that we were at the First 
varterly meeting for the conference year 1886-87, held 
October, 1886, and heard and seen all that was done 
that meeting, and we know that the presiding elder, 
L. Luttrell, did not require the secretary, B. F. Sher- 
‘k, to vote twice on any question before that body. 
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John F. Clapper, Edward Sarber, Samuel Moyer, M.) 
Moyer, Jno. Hughes, Elizabeth Hughes, W. L. Strahle 
M. H, Strahlem, Jno. Conrad, Alvina Conrad, Sarah Cli 
per, W. D. Clapper, Rev. W. E. Bay, J. R. Cotner, Caroli 
Cotner, J. R. Hoover, Jno. Ridenour, J oseph Hiland, An 
Crites, Rev. I. Imler, Jno. H. Sawmiller 
_ Solomon Carr, Lewis Herring. | 

Here, reader, are the names of twenty-seven men @ 
women, whose virtue and moral honesty is at par, a 
whose veracity is not to be questioned, who say that t 
oath of Bro. Sherrick is correct. And while it is a g 
thing that we must be forced to this resort to mainta 
the honor of religion, the vindication of law, and defer 
of character, it is nevertheless a comfort to know that | 
are yet among a people on Elida Circuit who, thou! 
slandered and abused, are yet true and honorable, and 
tender them my humble thanks for their vindication) 
that Quarterly Conference which the Conservator fami) 

‘sought to slander. 


THE SECOND QUARTERLY CONFERENCE. 


It was difficult to know just what would be the coul 
of the rebellious parties at this Quarterly Conferen¢ 
One thing, however, was well understood, viz.: that 4 
resolution of mercy, proposing efforts in council in ho 
of reconciliation, was entirely ignored. And it was wi 
understood that great efforts were being made, the exa 
nature of which could not be understood by those outsii 
the “ring.” Their work was done in secret, as far | 
plotting and planning is concerned, and while they equ 
any secret order in this, they excel any in vituperation. 

We learned, ata late hour, that the course to be adopt 
was withdrawal from the body. This we could hard! 
believe, but when the time arrived, we were made ful 


aware that reports were correct. They withdrew in| 
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jy—not a Quarterly Conference member of their num- 
being present. I was told by a perfectly responsible 
ly that they claimed that if they withdrew, we could 
baothing. “Just right,” says the president. ‘“ They 
bain danger of an invasion of rights.” ‘Luttrell, Bay, 
| the Quarterly Conference are in rebellion.” Wish- 
/ nothing but fairness, candor, and truth, the church 
1 know all I saidin the matter, I am not infallible. 


ADDRESS TO THE QUARTERLY CONFERENCE AND DIGEST 
, OF LAW. 


EvipA, O., January 22, 1887. 


)ear BretHREN—Members of the Quarterly Confer- 
12, you are aware of the difficult and perplexing cir- 
aistances now surrounding us in our church work. I 
very deeply over the matter, and could not have 
i. persuaded a few months ago that we could have 
n thrown into such shameful disorder. With the 
aest desire, and God knows, with the honest purpose 
ying to bring around a better state of affairs, I now 
lertake to set forth as best I can, what I think no un- 
atuated one will attempt to question, viz: What is 
ed, conjectured, affirmed, construed and applied as the 
und work of this whole disorder and misrule. In 
ing this it must be distinctly understood that we do 
by any means, wish to interfere with the rights of — 
r one in the matter of judgment or conviction in re- 
d to any question of just prerogatives. It is, how- 
r, to the matter, the justness of which no_ man’s 
nion can set aside, viz., the authority of the Courch, 
t+ we now speak.” } 
Tollowing this is a statement of the case given else- 
ere in the resotttions and actions of quarterly confer- 
ses to which the reader can refer: I then continue. 


Now, first of all, we disclaim any act of life, 
public or private, as touching the laws of the chur 
which any or all of the resolutions have noted cé¢ 
by any parity of reasoning, be made to embra 
unless, indeed, the “opposition” is arrayed agail 
the rights of conviction, and men are to be driv 
thereby from their rightful positions in the Chur 
simply to gratify the caprice of self-constituted autho 
ties, whose actions are out of harmony with the la 
spirit, and general usages of the Church. This Chur 
has no precedent to present exigencies in any law dec 
ions whatever that we have any knowledge of. Ney 
before having passed this way, all things are not on 
new, but strange to us. This increases our responsibi 
ties and multiplies our afflictions tenfold. 


inane Re ees 


THE LAW SIDE OF THE QUESTION. 


1. On entering the church, this question was ask 
every member, “ Are you willing to be governed by o 
church discipline?” to which all gave an affirmati: 
answer. Now let us see what is implied in this questic 
and answer. This is all important in this issue: 

1. Church Discipline.—This prescribes doctrines, enu 
ciates principles, and proposes methods by which the i 
tegrity of the church shall be maintained. | 

2. The answer given presupposes (1) Belief of do 
trines, (2) Maintenance of principles, and (3) Conformii 
to methods devised. ‘ 

The doctrines are from God, and are revealed in ¢} 
Bible. The methods are from man, and are written i 
the ecclesiastical laws of the church. The principles fa 
between, and involve alike the glory of God and tk 
honor of the church. | 

3. The answer implies subjection to the authoritis 
of the church, as per the Divine injunction: “ Let th 
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prs that rule well be counted worthy of double honor, 
cially they who labor in the word and doctrine,” and 
ve laborer is worthy of his reward.”—I. Tim. 5:17, 18; 
| again, ‘Against an elder receive not an accusation, 
| before two or three witnesses,” &c.—I. Tim. 5:19. 
Phe Discipline (page 22) makes it the duty’ of all dis- 
3s, stations, circuits, and missions to cheerfully receive 
) preachers sent them by the Annual Conference. 

page 37 of Discipline the provision is made for the 
Lointment of an estimating committee, whose business 
, to carry out the Divine injunction for the minister’s 
port, by making out and apportioning to the several 
jses, the amount of salary to be paid the itinerant 
iister ; and on page 21 of Discipline, the duty of mem- 
5 to pay to the support of the itinerant ministry is 
rly set forth. ? 

gain, it is made the duty of all members to be subject 
the higher or ruling powers, as the word of God re- 
res (page 24). | 

nce more: the answer to the door question of the 
rch, implies unmistakably the invocation of penalties 
he law in case of violation. We repeat the question, 
re you willing to be governed by our church Disci- 
ine?” Answer, “Yes.” That is, are you willing to 
Mlirected, controlled, managed, influenced, restrained, 
the authority of the church, as per her laws and law- 
administrations. ‘Yes,’ was the answer, given by 
pall. 

low we will direct attention to the general principle 
maintaining the authority of the Church. I under- 
lad the law to exert two kinds of influence upon mem- 
's of the Church, both of which must be resisted and 
own off before an open and willful violation can be 
ulged. When this is done, all authority will be ig- 
ved, and all such members become a law unto them- 
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selves. The influence to which I refer is the restrai 
and constraints of all law so far as my knowledge exten} 
By its restraining influence we will be held in check) 
kept back from an evil purpose, confined, circumscribe 
and limited to the bounds of law just to the extent of 
acknowledted authority over us. This obedience has | 
spect to penalties alone. The constraining influence, 
would seem, has more to do with the affections and dey 
tion of the heart. This influence inclines us to ho 
the law for its own sake, and carries with it a kind) 
moral binding force which compels obedience from 

tives of love rather than from fear of penalties. But ‘ 


authority will only be respected to the extent of our ¢ 
votion to the Church. We trust we have made the m 
ter clear as it relates to general propositions. 

What we have now noted has respect more particular 
to the moral relation of members of the Church, and 
wish next to present the official relation; not that the 
relations are independent of each other, or that the 
sponsibility of the official relation destroy the obli 
tions of members,~but rather strengthens those obli 
tions. 





OFFICERS IN THE CHURCH. 


These are: Bishops or general superintendents, pr 
siding elders, class leaders, class stewards, circuit ato 
Sabbath-school superintendents, and trustees of chur 
property. Hach of those officers represents an interest 
church-work, upon which the life, prosperity and, pe 
petuity of the church depends. That we may have 
perfect understanding of this ecclesiastical economy it 
only proper to observe that officially : 

1. No officer loses his individuality as a member ( 
the Church. : 


Mat bee EL 


That maintaining membership in common with all 
brs, no officer rises above law by virtue of his office, 
| If not above law, then it follows that the obliga- 
of all officers of the Church are obedience to all 
sof the Church and subjection to church authorities. 
| remark again that such is the economy of our 
rch government in its official aspect; that the perfec- 
of design can not be maintained, only by each 
fer complying fully with, first, the general laws 
pgned to regulate and control him as an individual 
jaber; and, secondly, by strictly observing the laws 
: srning him officially. 

low, if we take into the arrangement all that belongs 
|, we shall have a digest of our economy, which will 
jole all to not only see, but to understand just what is 
lied in our book of laws. To make the matter 
ner, if possible, we will, without violence to general 
ciples, call each office a calling or profession, subject 
ertain limitations dependent upon contingencies. 







ON THIS WE OBSERVE: 


| Asa calling it should be considered as from God. 
| As an office it is from man—it is the gift of the 
wreh. 
| The contingencies are contained in the law, and 
ite to the conditions upon which the holding of office 
ends. 
he law recognizes the utility of the office, and pro- 
ag for its occupancy — prescribes the duties, enjoins 
)responsibilities, and names penalties for violation. 
The law recognizes three principles by which all 
ses of the church are to be filled. These are worthiness 
hioral character; fitness—intellectual and executive 
ity ; and avadlability. 
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2. It recognizes three principles upon which all offic 
of the Church are or may be’vacated. First, limitatioi 
second, incompetency ; and, third, wnworthiness. 


GENERAL PRINCIPLES OF TRANSGRESSION. 


The Discipline presents the following : | 
1. Trespass. That is, to violate any known rule} 
duty ; any injury or offense done to another; the viol 
tion of any rule of Discipline to the injury of anothée 
such as the assumption of authority which belongs rigk 
fully to another. Such an act passes over to the thi 
statement and falls under the condition of imprude 
conduct and disobedience to the order and discipline 
the Church. Such an act would be insubordinatio 
whether by an individual member, or by an officer. I 
subordination is simply disobedience to lawful authorit 
and means disorder, no difference who the offend 
may be. a | 
Now, that there may be no mistake about the matte 
I wish to set all out clearly before the mind, and, ther 
fore, present the following synopsis of the law, togeth 
with the penalties annexed. This synopsis has respe 
more particularly to the officials of the Church. 
1. We will begin with the bishop or general superi 
tendent. His duties are all defined in the law, and if ] 
fails to perform his duty, he can not retain his office an 
longer after that fact becomes known. : 
2. The presiding elder His duties are all definel 
and he must maintain discipline and order in his di 
trict, and see that the preachers do so. | 
do The circuit preacher. His duties are all. defined i 
the law, and he is held strictly to account for neglee 
refusal, or indifference in any or all particulars. i 
4. Class leader. All the duties of the class leader au 

| 
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jinly set forth. He must be biblically qualified, and 
yef among the duties prescribed is that of seeking to 
}intain unity and love in his class. . 

}. Class steward. His duty is to collect quarterly, or 
pener, if need be, the salary of the preacher. 


gs. 
|. Sabbath-school superintendents. The last named, but 
ino means the least in importance, is the superintend- 
l’s office in church work. The duties of this office are 
iminutely pointed out, that none need be mistaken 
brein. First, it is the duty of the superintendent to 
lognize the preacher in charge as the general and 
‘cial supervisor of the Sunday-school work. He must 
brecognized as chairman at all meetings for the election 
officers. (Page 96.) The preacher must be counseled 
‘h in the selection of teachers. (Page 96.) He must be 
sgnized in selecting literature for the school (page 
|, and it is his business to see that all officers of the 
‘ool are elected by ballot, and that none be allowed to 
e who are under ten years of age. 


)eAR BRETHREN— We have been thus careful and 
saute in the summing up because we wish to, if possi- 
, avoid any and all improper things in words, rulings, 
| decisions. Now, when we turn to the Discipline, 
ich is the only standard of ecclesiastical law by which 
as members of this Church, can be governed, and our 
racters defended, we shall find this to be true: 

The honor of the Church is only maintained by 
integrity of its members. . | 

The authority of the church can only be main- 
aed by the enforcement of its laws. 
“he great question now pending is: Shall the church 
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submit to the misrule of a few of its members or sha 
she defend her honor by maintaining her authority ? 


RULINGS IN THE CASE. 





: 

| 

1. Wehold it to be a self-evident fact that under th 
genius of our church government all rights, priviledg: 
and immunities, are as absolutely forfeited. by willful da 
‘obedience and insubordination to church authorities, k 
which we mean, laws and executors, as they are mail 
tained by obedience and conformity. | 
2. Itis held to be in harmony with the general spir 
of our government, that all cases of offense named 
the law, which can be construed as doubtful, are subjei 
_. to arbitration, if denied by parties accused, if admitted n 
arbitration is required, if humiliation and repentan 
follow the confession, then mercy should be extende 
otherwise expulsion. This ruling applies to all membe 
of the church, and virtually dismembers all to whom, 
would apply ; ‘all that would remain to be: apne would i 
compliance with the forms of the law. : 





8. Itis held that all cases of POS Het eip ce and 
legal opposition to the requirements of the Discipli 
upon the part of the individual members (as ae 
simple covenant relation) when such opposition a 

want of subjection to the regularly constituted author 
ties of the church is avowed, virtually breaks allegian 
with the church and makes the party an alien. In cas 
of this kind the only thing that can possibly be don 
aside from expulsion, will be an effort to bring them ba 
to former allegiance. This should, perhaps, ee 
done. 

4. Itis held that all officers of the Quarterly Confe 
ence who are known to be insubordinate, either ee 
jecting the preachers appointed to their charge, or 
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lusing to support them as required to do, or by refusing 

brecognize them as the discipline provides they should 

| for any cause whatsoever, except it should be that of 

moral conduct upon the part of such preachers, or the 

sitive knowledge of their insubordination to church au- 

brities, cannot be, by any parity of reasoning, recog- 

bed as competent to do business for the church. 

. It is held that insubordination in members of the 

)arterly Conference virtually covers the whole ground 

‘complaint upon which they are to be deposed from 

fice. : 

In words not to be misconstrued— 

/A leader, for the offense of refusing or failing to do the 

'ties defined, may be removed from the office. 

1A steward, for like reasons, removed also. 

Trustees of church property likewise. 

Sabbath-school superintendents also. 

In the case of leaders and stewards, the office is left 

cant by such action, and the preacher and class must 

point others in their place, that classes may have such | 
resentation in the Quarterly Conference. 

In the case of superintendents of Sabbath-schools. and 

istees of church property, the Quarterly Conference has 

e right to fill the vacancies thus made. 

‘Now all this may be done, and not a member charged 

ith insubordination to church authorities. 

We have said that insubordination covers the entire 

ound of offenses, and this is what we mean by that: 

1. What, in a general way, is neglect of a duty, is, 

der insubordination, a positive refusal to do that duty. 
ach an act is disobedience to both the order and diset- 
ine of the church. Discipline means the written laws, 
id order means authority of execution (mandate, pre- 
pt), command, authoritative direction, by which the 
snor of the law is to be maintained. To ignore the law 



















38 | 








and authority of the church is the highest offense agains 
her, and cannot be truthfully held to be less than actus 
rebellion. 

If our rulings are not at fault, and we believe they al 
not, we will certainly have to decide that, in cases whe 
there is avowed opposition to the regularly constitute 
authorities of the church, such persons cannot be ret 
ognized as quarterly conference members, and that th 
offices held by them should be declared vacant, unleg 
such members promise to cease their unlawful oppos 
tion and conform to the requirements of the disciplin 

As noted above, there were several brethren who ha 
placed themselves in the attitude of hostility to the at 
thorities of the church. They, by their action of insuk 
ordination, would fall under this ruling, but by thei 
action in withdrawing from the Quarterly Conference 
virtually seceded from the church. Now hear what th 
Rev. H. Floyd has to say about it, in the columns of t 
“ Scandal-Monger” : i 

At the second quarterly meeting eight were throw! 
out of the Quarterly Conference, without trial, and tw 
others were kept in on a kind of probation to see if they 
would not recant. This is cunning, “thrown out witho it 
trial.” Does that gentleman think to enlighten the peo 
ple of this church on questions of church law? I for 
get myself. The doctor is chronically affected and can 
only see one side of the question. ‘All actions whick 
conform to his opposition to the church authorities are 
in perfect accord with his law ideas, while anything that 
crosses him is rebellion. The thing for him\ and hig 
party to do is, not to beat about the bush, but come 


Circuit are and have been strictly law-abiding in the 
matter, and that the parties dealing with them are 
“ lawless banditti.” Say it gentlemen and be done with 
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you mean it or, at least, you wish to be understood 
Yes, two brethren had extension of time granted 
in. It was reported just a little bit favorable in their 
|, and I plead, like a man pleading for his life, that 
‘ey be granted in the fainthope that they could see 
wrong course they were taking, but it was of no avail. 
|: of these was a young brother, for whom I entertain- 
ithe greatest respect. These two were in the Board of 
stees at Elida. Brother Stemen, the young brother, 
bred his resignation at the first quarterly meeting, and 
detestable Liberals were mean enough, and so anxious 
shrow away the Radicals that they pleaded with the 
ther not to resign. The other, Brother H. Kiracofe, 
| not present at any time, either the first or the second 
\.rterly meeting. Remember, I do not claim that we 
any legal right to extend mercy, but from the pecu- 

nature of the circumstances, I urged it and it was 
ve. If I did wrong in anything touching this whole 
itter, in the sense of the law, it was in the plea of 
enuation, and if the Quarterly Conference did wrong 
lany of its official acts this year, it was by endorsing 
| plea for those men. 








hal Rulings on the Case of Appeals on Elida Circutt, 
Presented by Brethren who were Expelled from the Church 
bor Disobedience and Insubordination. 


In page 17 of Discipline, Section 8 of the Constitution, 
lis said that the right of appeal shall be inviolate. 
|is is evidently intended as a safeguard to all members 
ithe Church in this, that it secures them against con- 
lnnation and expulsion from considerations prejudicial 
Ithe principles of justice and equity, and protects them 
m mal-administration upon the part of those who may 


FIRST. LAW DIGEST. 
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chance to have the rule over them, whether such adm t 
istration should be the result of either ignorance | 
prejudice. | 

We think there can be no disagreement in opinie 
here. That there is matter of interest and of vital i 
portance in official rulings, as emergencies precipitate 
from time to time require, there can be no shadow 
doubt, and it would not be strange if mistakes should” 


church, I am resolved to leave no grounds for just crim 
nation as to anything arbitrary which I may do; an 
whatever I do shall be with a view to maintaining tl] 
honor of the law and authority of the Church. I wi 
here give the law as found in our book of Discipline. 


IN CASES OF A CRIMINAL CHARACTER. 


I. In all cases where a trial under accusation 1s necessat 
to ascertain the truth of complaints urged, and where justy 
cation or crimination of parties accused depends upon th 
judgment of jurors chosen to try the case on the hearing ( 
testumony. ] 

1. Page 24, Immoral Conduct and Trespass. Trial her 
allows appeal from decision of committee. 1 

2. Page 26, Disputes Among Members. This present 
another form of trial, called arbitration. An appeal ma 
be had from the decision of the first committee. Theg 
two sections virtually cover all the known ground upoi 
which appeals can issue, and they become final, accord: 
ing the grade of membership, on a single appeal. [ See 
Discipline, page 76, 77.] Laymen with the quarterl 
conference (page 27), preachers and exhorters with the 


annual conference, and annual conference preachers witl 
the General Conference. 
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| We now present another phase of the law, which 
les no provision for appeals, but expulsion positive — 
rote required. On the same page under Trespass, 
jive expulsion, no vote and no appeal provided for. 
bn, on pages 25 and 26, disobedience to the order and 
pline of the church, positive expulsion and no pro- 
m for appeals whatever. Again, page 27, On Gowng 
yw, expulsion and no possibility of appeal. 

ly what is here noted, it will be readily seen that the 
sose of the law in all cases, whether trespass, disobedi- 
immorality, outright insubordination and rebellion, 
ie vindication of the rights of all members and the 
ataining of all the laws at the same time. It is also 
rly defined that the law is not only ‘general, but 
ial, and that all offenses coming under general pro- 
bn and shadowing a doubt may have reversable 
‘sions, which may be secured on a second trial by 
eal; but it is not possible to obtain an appeal under 
| circumstances when and where guilt is confessed, or 
| denied, which is the equivalent of a confession. 
't is to say, when parties accused, as indicated in the 
, have been properly notified, and do not humble 
imselves as required to do, nor yet demand a trial, but 
jist in their opposition, under special law, as in the 
}; now pending, in which J. D. Allen, R. Verbryke, of 
ontown class ; S. A. Stemen, I. W. Stemen, of Elida 
is; and Noah Miller, Jacob Clapper, and §. P. Ste- 
in, of Marion class on Elida Circuit, Auglaize Confer- 
ye, are appellants and the church the defendants. 






NATURE OF APPEALS. 


To be vallid, they must be methodically right ; 
t is to say they must be in harmony with the provis- 
\s of law providing therefor. 
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2. Reasons upon which they depend must be just 7 
true. 
3. Appellants must state clearly what they wish 1 
body to do to which the appeal is taken. 

















SECOND, GROUNDS UPON WHICH APPEALS CAN NOT ISstI 


1. If reasons noted in the appeal insinuate or refle 
or charge evil design and intention upon the part of 
ficers of church, or the body acting in the case, wheth 
it be a class, a quarterly conference, an annual conf 
ence, or the General Conference, such insinuation, reflé 
tion, or charge, can give no legal or righteous forceto t 
appeal whatever, but must rather invalidate it as it a 
tainly exhibits a spirit of revenge and insubordinatio 
and not of humility and resignation. | 


THIRD. SUMMING UP OF THE WHOLE MATTER. 


1. Any and all appeals issuing from decisions of co 
mittees trying cases under general law, as specified ¢ 
pages 24 and 25 of Church Discipline, Immoral Condy 
Disputes, &c., are valid when properly taken. | 

2. In all cases of special law as seen on page 247 
Discipline, Duty of Obedience and Trespass. On page 
Disobedience to the Order of the Church, and on page &% 
Going to Law Forbidden. There can be no appeal, unle 
it should be on the ground of mal-administration. 

Now if it is patent that the appeals presented to yov 
body to-day are predicated on this ground only, then the 
are competent, otherwise they should be set aside. 


THE FACTS AS THEY.ARE KNOWN IN THE CASE. 


1. Appellants at the beginning of the pastorate | 
Rev. W. E. Bay, on Elida Circuit, for the conferen¢ 
year 1886-7, did assume a rebellious attitude toward hin 
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Three of these appellants, viz., R. Verbryke, I. W. 
en, and Noah Miller did, prior to the pastor’s com- 
) the circuit, meet together and agree to dismiss the 
W. E. Bay, and accordingly notify him not to come 
2 charge for he would not be received. This action 
sustained by others, whose names are numbered 
ig said appellants. 

The three appellants who are named above, acting 
lhe Finance Committee, when called by the pastor 
2et him at Elida, O., again rejected him, contrary to 
bw and authority of the church. In this they were 
ethened by the others, whose names are among the 
ilants. 

Again at the first quarterly meeting which was held 
jfarion church, October 30, 1886, these seven ap- 
mts, namely: J. D. Allen, R. Verbryke, S. A. Stemen, 
|, Stemen, Noah Miller, J. Clapper and S. P. Stemen, 
ther with a few others, put themselves in a positive 
havowed form of rebellion to the law and authorities 
.e church, doing all they could to prevent the quar- 
| conference in employing the regularly appointed 
br, Rev. W. E. Bay. At this meeting, a special effort 
|made to get these brethren to see their error, by 
iting them sufferance in mercy until the second 
iterly meeting. 

| At the second quarterly meeting, held at Elida, 
on January 22, 1887, it was ascertained that, in- 
lof any conformity to law and authority, a still 
her rebellion had been worked up, which was clearly 
onstrated in the fact that they had agreed to ignore 
uarterly conference entirely,—not a member of them 
x present. At this quarterly conference, their seats 
- declared vacant by the quarterly conference, which 
uined the ruling of the chairman to that effect. 

1e quarterly conference then filled vacancies, in so 
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far as it was lawful for it to doso. This action gay 
the Sabbath-schools two different superintendents, y 
at Allentown and Elida, and also changed the chara 
of some of the boards of trustees ; and required the cha 
of class leaders in two or three instances. . 
6. Against the action of the quarterly conference, 
aforesaid appellants have positively rebelled, by refus 
to submit to their decisions in any and all particu 
as is witnessed in the fact that, at Allentown and Kh 
independent churches have been organized, with servj 
of Sabbath -schools, prayer-meetings, and ea 
which, it is patent to candid observers, shadows m 
clearly, outright rebellion to all authorities of the chur 
as inherent in its government. 
(1.) The authority of the General Conference—as s 
action is in opposition to general laws. | 
(2) The authority of the annual conference, in tha 
ignores its right to lawfully supply the works under 
_ jurisdiction with laborers—preachers. ae 
(3.) The authority of the quarterly conference, in} 
effort to maintain law and order in its ministration, 4 
to harmonize its actions with the requirements of di 
pline, which is to enforce law and order in the classes) 
With these facts before us we must reach the coné 
sion, (1. That said appellants are in open rébellion agai 
the law and authorities of the church “(@25'"That’ am 
actions prior to and since the action of the pastor ¢ 
classes, by which they are expelled from the chur 
show, quite conclusively, a positive will to ighore the vi 
law under which they now come with the ‘pretenc 
seeking protection. | 






















IV. RULING IN THE CASE. 


1. That the appellants are in actual rebellion agai: 
the regularly authorized pastor of Elida circuit, and 
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eneral and special provisions of the law by which the 
x of the church can be maintained, and the spiritual 
verity and well-being of the circuit secured, all of 
h is seen in their rejection of the pastor—in their 
ing to support the pastor—in their refusing to co- 
ite with him in his work—in their ignoring him in 
yulpit—in their withdrawal from his ministry, and 
aeir independent organizations, all of which must 
to invalidate their appeals. 

Their refusing to submit to the actions of the first 
second quarterly conferences, and their withdrawal, 
body, from the second session, especially thus ignoring 
urisdiction over them, and their positive rebellion 
nst the action of the second quarterly conference in 
sing to submit to the ruling of the chairman, and 
action of the members of said quarterly conference, 
them under the law of insubordination, which is 
al law, and their actions must invalidate their ap- 


8. 

The fact that every appellant charges the preacher. 
the members acting in the case with some wrong, — 
er some immorality, some dishonest intention, or 
llion against the church, — would certainly tend to 
vlidate the appeal. 

The reason assigned by all, that they had no commit- 
trial, is invalidated, first, on the eround that the law | 
; not specify that they were entitled to such trial as 
y now claim, because they are under arrest by special 
This special law is conditional and optional in its 
visions. The conditions are positive with the law. 
nders must be dealt with, but it is optional with the 
nder whether his case goes before the class, or a select 
imittee thereof. : : 

‘he law says, “ Let the case be brought before the class 
a select committee.” Not the member brought, but 


' 


| 





46 





the case. Now, if these brethren have been visited, 
required by the Discipline, and told that the law wo 
be executed if there was not proper humility auc 
promise to reform and harmonize, ete., and they did’ 
demand a trial by special committee either at the ti 
or any time intervening between the time that they w 
visited and the time when the case was brought bef 
the classes to which they severally belonged, their | 
peals are invalid, and the action of the church in 
case should be sustained. Majorities present or abse: 
voting or not voting, can not change the fact in posit 







law. 


A vote, in all cases of positive law, can mean no a 
no less, than the formulation of 4 fact, the ultims 
of which is expulsion from the church. No memt 
dare vote that the laws of the church shall not be ey 
cute. To do so would be rebellion, and subject t 
member to arrest and expulsion, unless he would repel 
Now, my dear brethren, I have been thus careful, aj 
in an extended way, almost repeating myself, have caj 
fully noted all the points which can have any prop 
bearing, upon this perplexing question, and if it is ve} 
fied that the pastor has visited these brethren, and i 
formed them of the real nature of the case, though a, 
no doubt, fully understand it, and did from the beginnin 
then we shall be compelled to rule them. out with tl 
positive conviction that insubordination is the highe 
offense against the honor of the church, and that it m 
therefore, in fact, include every other offense though | 
form it is different. The facts required were verified 0: 
the floor of the quarterly conference, and the ee 
conference voted entire that the ruling be sustaine 
Every appeal was read before the body, and voted on b 
all. So it would not seem wide of the mark to say the 
the appeals were received, heard and acted upon. i 
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ivill now give the reader a copy of some of the rea- 
| assigned by the appellants: 

| S. A. Stemen charges that the man moving to 
bute the law in his case, was charged with immoral 
uct, and that I refused to entertain a resolution to 
stigate his case. Divest this statement of the mys- 
husness of its perfidy, and its truth will stand thus: 
hut one hour and a half after the brother referred to 
passed the quarterly conference, without a word of 
)plaint being made by any one, a brother who refused 
at as steward — the one that Floyd says was dismissed 
‘out a trial— was allowed, on the plea of Brother Bay, 
resign his office. This man, not a member of the 
eterly conference at all, jumped to his feet and said, 
ibject to Brower’s passing.” I simply ruled it out of 
ron the ground that the brother had been passed, 
that when his name was before us, properly, was the 
> to speak. I should have done the same thing if 
matter had been reversed. 

here was no motion nor resolution to investigate any- 
ig whatever. I have questions from this same fellow, 
ipying over four feet of paper in length, in which he 
terates the same thing. Five of the seven appellants 
amely, S. A. Stemen, I. W. Stemen, Sx-Py Stemen, 
sb Clapper, and Noah Miller—give the following as 
iy fifth reason: “ Because the preacher and those vot- 
to expel me, favor a resolution against the constitu- 
and confession of faith; for the reason that I stand 
the constitution, the complaints were brought against 
” Any brother who is sufficiently thoughtful can 
lily divine the difficulty. There are giants in the land 
) very much desire a case, and if only such could be 
anged for, but— Well, it hasn’t come around yet. 
) not like to say it, but duty demands it: I honestly 
ieve that the friendship of those who can perpetrate, 
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| 
and those who can believe such statements is more to 
feared than courted. } 
But Brothers Dillon, Floyd, and Miller are at the hell 
These are the men, and with their death wisdom 
perish from the church. Floyd says they were turr 
out because they would not support a liberal preac 
and presiding elder. “They are United Brethren, a 
are going on with their meetings and with their Sabba 
schools, though turned out of churches which they hi 
built. The truth is, the men and women who do {| 
paying and praying are the subjects of this Commissi 
assault.” I would like to whisper in the dear brothe 
ear that there are lots of paying and praying peoy 
on Elida Circuit yet, and that the effort of those, wha 
lawlessness he defends, to “boycott” and drive God 
orderly ministers from their properly appointed fields’ 
labor, has neither starved nor driven them. Doubtless : 
plan adopted under radical misrule will be more succe 
ful under Brother M.’s policy of administration, whie 
is, that when we are rejected by these “ good and loy 
members of the church, we resign and go home.” Broth 
Dillon says of the action of the church on Elida Circu: 
and in vindicating these parties in their lawlessness, th 
“such work can not be tolerated. It is no vote at 2] 
where both sides are not put and the consent of the cla 
is not secured.” The action on Elida Circuit is paral 
to one decided a few years ago in the General Conferene 
in which Brothers Davis, Alwood, Barnaby, Floyd, He 
William Miller, and Luttrell, a part of seventy-eight | 
all, voted for just that thing; and Brother Dillon, beyon 
all doubt, would have done the same if he would hay 
received a seat in the body before the vote was reachet 
Some one of these brethren should tell us how it is tha 
the same kind of process is right at one time and wro n 
at another. The fact is, much,— yea, everything, — di 
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| ds upon whose ox is gored. Dillon, on the appeals, says 
bay decision: “It is a strange pre-judging of matters.” 
ly, mark well. He asserts that I pre-judged this case ; 
It is to say, I judged before the case was heard, or | 
yre the facts were known, and determined condemna- 
1 to these men wholly on assumption. He says: 
he object of trying the appeal.” I reckon he means 
| case on appeal was to see whether the mode of pro- 
lure in the lower court was regular and disciplinary, 
|| the object of the whole thing was to see whether they 
be or were not wn rebellion. : 

| But to forestall all hearing by prejudicing the case, and 
| elder giving his own view that they are in rebellion, 
| barring a hearing is unknown to well regulated 
rts, whether civil or ecclesiastical.” Any one can see 
inconsistencies of this assault. 

They wanted to try the appeal. This was done in 
id order as the reader has noted, no doubt. 

The object was to know whether the parties were 
'rebellion or not. Does the gentleman think that 
rybody is silly enough to believe that anything more 
mn a simple review of the work of the lower court can 
ain under an appeal? Does he think that the quar- 
ly conference could reach over all former actions and 
m up the case anew? His effort is to create that im- 
ssion. 
on’t he know that the most that any court could do, 
which the appeal is taken, would be to sanction or set 
de the decisions of the court from which the appeal 
nes? Again, hesays: “ Persons may be known to par- 
s to be guilty, but they are not judicially guilty until 
forms of law are gone through with.” 

‘n the case before us, the parties were known to be 

ilty by everybody in the country. They were com- 

tted according to all the forms~of law touching their 
4 
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insubordination. They were tried and expelled accot 
ing to the forms of law regulating the case, all of a 
was patent to the presiding elder and the quarterly ¢ 

ference. Yea, more: they were an independent organ 
ation at the time they brought the appeals, and mai 
of them claimed from the beginning that they did n 
belong to us, and that we had no jurisdiction over thet 
They were legally prosecuted and judicially condemm 
before they reached the quarterly conference by appes 
More than this. they had seceded from the church a1 
organized independent congregations. They ney 
denied their, guilt but defied the authority of the chure 
They neither confessed their wrong nor demanded a trij 
They sought only to justify themselves in their caus 
They virtually plead guilty. Now note the sophistry | 
which D. expects to make a point as in favor of misru 
and against the church. He says: ‘“ Even the murder 
of Garfield, who was seen in the act of shooting the Preside 
of the United States, must have the rights of trial by law, a 
was not judicially guilty until pronounced so after accordé 
him a fair trial.” Now, unless this self-constituted jud 
advocate will place his clients in the position of Guites 
and array them on the plea of insanity, in the hope, ni 
to clear them of their guilt, but to prevent the fu 
penalty of the law.. We must pronounce him a sophi 
of the first water. Did Guiteau demand a trial? N 
Did he deny his guilt? No. Did he not justify hir 
self? He did, and on the ground that he was doir 
God’s service Reader do you see the resemblance i 
these cases? Will the judge advocate say that Guites 
could not have the privilege of confessing his guilt an 
receiving judicial sentence? Of course if he had dor 
so the lawyers would have been deprived of t 

privilege they sought, and that is what hurts in th 
case. 
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THE LOCKING OF THE CHURCH AT ELIDA, O. 








| ery much has been said about this matter, and I wish 
ty to give the Church the simple, truthful facts in the 
». And first of all, I will present the side view of the 
iscord sower” touching the matter. 
|. Floyd says: “I had proposed to visit Elida, in 
pzlaize conference, at as early a period as possible for 
} months past, but was hindered until the second of 
pruary. Upon arriving at Elida, I found that the 
ical brethren desired a convention, and had so written 
}3rother Dillon, perhaps the day before I arrived, and 
|| written to me the same day of my arrival. On con- 
}sation with them they concluded to have the meeting 
‘ile I was there, and arranged to hold it, beginning on 
evening of the 14th of February.” 
wrote to President Kiracofe, of Hartsville College, 
{received an answer that he would be there. I also 
tte to. Brother Dillen. We had the consent of a ma- 
ty of .he trustees to hold the meeting, and thought, 
| do yet think, that we were proceeding in an orderly 
y to carry out the spirit of the sentiment of free 
ech contained in these words of the commission act, 
wit: ‘The commission shall also adopt and cause to 
executed a plan by which the proposed confession of 
h and constitution may receive the largest possible 
sntion and expression of approval or, disapproval by 
people.” I call attention to the following strange 
nts in the above statements: 
It is strange that Floyd happened to come to Elida 
's at a time when the church was passing through her 
‘st struggles to maintain her honor and_ individ- 
ity. 3 : r 
It is strange that just at this most critical hour, 
en we most needed harmonizing that a convention of 
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invalid and discordant and disintegrating elements shou 
be secretly worked up and thrust upon us. i 
3. It is strange that the loyal trustees were not ca, 
sulted as to the opening of the house. i] 
4, It is strange that smart men don’t know that mf 
under arrest, though at large on sufferance of mercy, a 
disqualified to act in official capacity. ) 
5. Itis strange that such men did not know that oi 
is not a majority when two isa legal quorum. : 
6. But the strangest thing of all is that they shou 
think that the church at Elida, Ohio, should be deg 
crated in such a way. i 
7. But the climax of the insult is reached in the effe 
to create the impression that their proposition to precif 
tate and hold a convention without our consent, not ew 
regarding the wish of our pastor, but ignoring him j 
his own pulpit, is allin harmony with the provisions} 
‘the General Conference. 
Now I submit that is “cunning,” indeed. But-strippé 
of its sophistry its naked truth will be a palpable col 
tradiction. ‘The commission never provided for any su 
thing, besfdes these men pronounce the General Confé 
ence outlawed which created it, and now for them to seé 
the defence under an unlawful act of the General Confé 
ence is to commit themselves to deeds of lawlessness. | 
how “cunning.” Wonder if there is a “swivel” in it. | 
Again Floyd says: ‘‘ Brother H. Kiracofe, I.C. Stem¢ 
and Daniel Crider are the three radical trustees.” TI 
two first named were suspended, and the last named, | 
Crider was, properly speaking, the only authority co 
sulted.” / 
Again he says: “The assumption of authority by tl 
preacher in charge was a usurpation of power over tl 
trustees, which they felt most keenly, but they thougl 
it would be better to suffer wrong in this case.’ No 





following on this rendering of the case: 1. As- 
ption of authority upon the part of the preacher, 
“pation, &c. Now, admitting that the trustees grant- 
permission were a proper body in the sense of the 
(which they were not,) their prerogatives extend 
rto such permissions as will be to the well-being of 
church, and I unhesitatingly affirm that no board of 
tees have any right legally, to admit anything to the 
xit without counselling with the pastor. Moreover, I 
m that the only prerogative which a board of trustees 
exercise legally, is the care of church-property for 
use and behalf of the church. 
ich prerogatives recognize the rights of every pastor, 
n employed by the quarterly conference, to the abso- 
control of his pulpits, just as long as he conforms to 
laws, customs and usages of the church, and the con- 
ms of the contract made with the quarterly confer- 
» And, if you will know it all, I will go further and 
that the pastor who defends his rights has nothing to 
from civil law, and that the trustees who open his 
se contrary to his wish are the usurpators. They 
no such prerogatives whatever. If they did you 
id long ago have had demonstrations of it at Hlida. 
{| Floyd commits those brethren:to that very thing, 
ou will see by the following: 
e says: “The next day after we were locked out 
sher Daniel Crider went to Lima and bought a lock 
the one the party had bought and put on the church- 
+, so that the trustees were in possession of a key 
would unlock the new lock. We could, therefore, 
2 opened the house for the convention, which was 
ently our right.” Now we are getting down to facts. 
rd says: “Our book of Discipline gives the trustees 
ority over the house and not the preacher.” Now, 
ubmit that here is a bundle of sophistical jum- 
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ble so glaringly untrue that to name it is to 1 
fute it. | 

1. The trustees had a key so they could ming ;] 
house, but they did not. } 

2. Parties had absolute right to enter with ‘Ke conve 
tion, but the trustees did not open unto them, and hen 
did not do their duty; and, therefore, shut out the 
good and great men contrary to law. And Brother M 
ler says that “they were shut out contrary to both ciy 
and ecclesiastical law.” { 

3. The trustees have authority over the house al 
not the preacher. If this is true, they are verily guil 
in not admitting the convention. ; 

Now, if anybody thinks that we are all fools over her 
except the few who have given themselves in keeping’ 
the self-constituted ‘‘ Law and Order League,” they ne 
only be reminded of the above defense; for you mé 
rest assured that, if these men could have entered ol 
church-house with any degree of legal defense even hope 
for, they would have done it if they could. ] 

Why did they purchase a lock to procure a key zie na 
they might open the house, to be sure. Did they propo 
to open the house independently ? No. Could the 
have opened the house if they would? If so, why di 
one of their number try for near an hour at near tl 
midnight-watch to open the door? Did he know th 
his every movement was closely observed by four reliah 
witnesses, who fully identified him? Did he know att 
time, that it was a penitentiary offense to even attem 
to break a lock, and that the case is still open? Did} 
know that, if he had opened that house that nigh 
the Lima jail would have furnished him a private pla 
for meditation? Such are the facts in the case of Eli 
church-house, as communicated by parties who knd 
their business, and expect to attend to it. All will? 





Se ea 
in quiet, if we can counsel it down; but if we are 
sed to measures, as we may be by a little more slander 
1 misrepresentation, our defense will show that we 
at home in the matter. Is there anybody silly 
rugh to believe that these brethren are so good as not 
sontend for their rights? Floyd wants you to believe 
y are. Is anybody weak enough to believe that they 
uld withdraw from the church and build a house of 
ir own, as they are doing, if they knew the church 
onged to them? The truth is, the whole thing is 
‘h flawless and outlawed, and very well do the men 
its head know it. That the whole array is sad will 
; be denied. sige 
_ wish now to cite a few readings more from that 
iscord sower,”’ the Conservator, as showing how this de- 
uctive work has been fostered and defended in our 
ference by those who pretend to be the custodians of 
- honorand peace. I shall not repeat anything already 
‘oted, but give some additional things. 


AUGLAIZE CONFERENCE) 


‘And here, as at the Auglaize Conference, the people 
ald see that these personal assaults were of the nature 
waging a merciless warfare against men for their views 
d opinions.” —Floyd. 

‘Brother Miller spoke of the recent action of Auglaize 
nference, and showed that this had only aroused and 
sreased the unrest already in that conference. He 
yke kindly of those who had attacked him at the re- 
it session, and that he was more determined than ever 
battle for his own convictions.” —Dillon. 

Precisely this is what Saul of Tarsus did, and be- 
ved he was doing God’s service, but he made havoc 
iong the churches; but after Saul was put off and 
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i 
Paul was put on, he did a grand work for Christ ani 
his fellow-man. iF 


subject, ‘The Laborer is Worthy of His Hire.’ Thi 
Knights of Labor will attend in a body. «1 would sugges} 
to the brother the following text when he invites thi 
fraternity again: ‘Do violence to no man, and be con 
tent with your wages.’ ”— Williams. | 

Here is reflection and censure commingled with ar 
rogant dictation seldom found among men of les 
pretensions. It was for the purpose of smirching 
Brother Kline’s character, which is- above censure, ant 
- will be solong as he avoids the pitfalls described ir! 

the Bible. F| 

“Auglaize Annual Conference, encouraged, if not insti} 
gated, by officials from the printing office, made an 
unsuccessful attempt to arrest the characters of Brothel 
Miller and Dillon, because they adhered to principleg 
which some of those cee but recently themsel veg 
publicly advocate nde 

We do not knov dine W.R. is, but suppose it stands 
for wise radical. Now, if ‘‘wise radical” was as truthful ag 
“flagrant,” there would be some reason for his appearing 
in print. If any believes that the Auglaize Conferencé 
is capable of arresting its members for seeking to main: 
tain the principles of the church, let them know that 
the conference is slandered by the very parties making 
the charges. ‘Wise radical” says an unsuccessful attempt 
to arrest Brothers Miller and Dillen was made, but an) 

“otherwise” radical says they were arrested. [ See M.’s 
pamphlet, page 15.] He says: ‘“No.one was arrested 
except those who were true to the old constitution and, 
confession of faith.” Yoy are to understand him that 
they were arrested because they were true to these ordi- 
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ices. Brethren in the ministry, you all know that 
hse are vile slanders upon our conference. 

/At the Auglaize Conference it was the liberals that 
de‘an attack on Rev. Wm. Miller first, who is the 
‘est and best man we ever knew, and the father of the 
ference, having been more abundant in labors for it 
n any other man.”—Diullon. | 

jill this, doubtless, is very flattering to Brother M., but 
's very censorious to the conference. Just to think 
it we should become so depraved as children of a 
}amon parent, one so pure, 80 good, so abundant in 
‘ors above us all and for us all, as to arrest him for the 
y reason that he is a true man to the church. Arrest 
a for opinion’s sake. . 

Rev. H. Floyd, who is one of the kindest and best 
in we have known, was refused an advisory seat in the 
elaize Conference by a tie vote at its recent session.” 
Dillon. 

(his is incorrect; there was a majority to reject him. 
‘as not present when the vote was taken, but recorded 
vote after I arrived. 





FLOYD ON THE AUGLAIZE CONFERENCE. 


| It was generally expected that the party lines would 
sharply drawn. In this the expectation was fully 
‘2’ After referring to Miller’s case, he says: “The 
ct point of attack was Rev. Wm. Dillon. His greatest 
nme seemed to be that of editing the Christian Conser- 
ae 
speeches of a partisan character, denouncing the move- 
nt of opposing the commission were freely made, in 
ich brethren essayed to ascend the judgment seat and 
‘lare brethren of the opposition in rebellion against 

highest authorities of the church. Now-I ask, and 
re are hundreds who can ansyer the questions, and 


; 

—— . 
there are but few, if any ministers in the Auglaize Con 
ference but can do so. Who was it that forced the issu 
in this conference? Who sought and pressed matters ii 
one way and another to the issue of a dividing line 
Who vilified the writer and called him a policy man 
looking out for bread and butter; when at the Dunkirl 
Conference he took the position of going between ant 
trying to hold the dividing walls together? Who? Ech 
— Radicals. Who met in convention in Mercer County 
Ohio, June 25, 1886, and resolved that every man of w 
who were not in sympathy with their movements wer 
in open rebellion to the church? Echo— Radical 
prompted by Dillon and Floyd, and presided over bj 
William Miller. As there has been such a wonderfu 
effort upon the part of the Conservator family to creat 
the conviction that the Auglaize Conference has arrayee 
itself against men from purely partisan principles, and 
that she is persecuting them for opinion’s sake, I wil 
give the action of the conference in the case ot Dillon 
The following is the resolution passed by the con 
ference: q 
Wurreas, We have been pained at the course pur 
sued by Rev. W. Dillon, a member of our conference 
who, as editor of the Christian Conservator, has publishe¢ 
many articles, and has permitted correspondents to pub 
lish articles that, in our judgment, are opposed to the 
work of the printing establishment, the Missionary ane 
Church-erection societies, Union Biblical Seminary, an 
the colleges of the church, and in attacking and allowing 
others to attack, with great bitterness of speech, the good 
names of some of our bishops, the editors, and othe 
general officers of the church, and made speeches in con 
ventions and conferences in opposition to the Discipline 
especially the acts thereof passed by the last Genera 
Conference, assuming that he and the faction for whick 
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», labors are the judges of the General Conference and 
)t under obligation to obey its behests; and, 

| Wuereas, The said Dillon has been either carelessly 
ligent of his connection with or obligation to the 
urch of his choice, and carried his letter for nearly two 

‘ars, we yet accept his declaration that he is or will be 

member of class according to discipline, and pass his 
ime and character with the admonition that his opposi- 
/on to the general interests of the church and his malig- 
ant attacks on the names of the properly constituted 
Mficers of the church must cease or the conference will be 
»mpelled to employ means that will protect itself and 
he church, of which it is a part from disintegration and 
sgrace.” There were thirty-ene preachers out of fifty- 
lie, who voted yes ‘on this. resolution, and fifteen lay 
legates out of twenty-one, making a total vote of forty- 
x for and twenty-six against. Now I have just this to 
y: If any man can sit down and candidly weigh these 
ssolutions in the light of reasonable deductions and 
ien say that he sees persecution for opinion’s sake in 
xem, I will be disappointed, in my judgment, as to what 
ynstitutes a man. 

And again, if the negative vote in this case means the 
ilvation of this conference and the protection of Chris- 
ian character in the church, Iam ata loss to know what 
e could officially do that would more effectually work 
ur ruin. 

I now submit this question to the candor of honest 
en, and abide their decision. Some may think me a 
ttle severe. I have tried not to be harsh though the 
rovocations are great. I have aimed only to deal with 
ach facts as have been made prominent by others, seek- 
ig to give the reader the benefit of such criticism as I 
sar not to meet; and I now ask as candid reading as 
.as prompted the writing, the reader bearing in mind 
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that the same eye is over usall, and that sooner or late: 
we shall all be called to account for our conduct. I aw 
glad, that notwithstanding I have been thrown into the 
hottest of the fight, that the Lord has guided me safely 
along thus far. Peace and good will is still my motto. © 

As the effect of misrule on Elida Circuit, we now have 
a seduced people and divided house. We have three 
independent organizations and a church-house well un. 
der way to completion. This is the fruit of captious 
teaching, out of which lawlessness is sure to spring. 
To-day we could have been in peace and harmony, and 
every brother on our circuit would have enjoyed his 
opinion on the questions before us, and no one thought 
anything the less of him for it, had it not been for the 
captious teaching of the Conservator and its attacks on 
ihe character of men whose shoe-latchets it is unworthy 
to loose. 





| 
| 
| 
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Part third, 





he Sham Exposed, and an Appeal to Ministers and Mem- 
bers to Protect themselves Against Misrule and Seduction. 


Dear BRETHREN—No doubt you have read the preced- 
.g pages with mingled surprise and sorrow. Indeed it 
-uld not be otherwise with those whose heart-devotions 
_ our dear old church-home are marked, and have been, 
‘7 consecration and sacrifice. We can assure you all, 
th ministers and laymen, that we as deeply feel the 
rrow, occasioned by the misrule here noted, as any one 
n. Occupying the position we have, in relation to it, 
ar opportunities for learning its real nature have been 
eculiar, and thus it is that we have been able to pen 
ithful and true words, and now believe that what we 
y in this address will commend itself to the honest 
msideration, and righteous approval of all who wish 
r and seek the well-being of the church. 

It has now come to this, and not one honest man who 
aderstands the matter will deny it, that it is union of 
fort in ways and means provided by the General Confer- 
ice if we preserve unity in church communion. This, 
e claim, is the only right thing to be done, if we would 
aintain an undivided and unschismatic organization. 
n the other hand, it is claimed, that to do this will be 
ie disruption of the church. Now, it does not require 
}uch effort upon the part of any to see that just here is 
61 
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where the oveat difficulty hes. Men have been foun 
who were ready and waiting opportunity, who at onc 
threw themselves to the front of what was supposed t 
be an overwhelming majority in this church, which wou] 
almost at the bidding fall in line, and unfurl the blac 
flag. To ascertain the truth or falsehood of such expect 
tion, a protest was circulated throughout the church jus 
as far as it could possibly be done, and when this protes 
returned less than fifteen, and even less than ten thousan 
names, it was seen that there was a mistake in the calcu 
lations of the plan-projectors, and so something else mus 
be devised, with which to catch the good and true pec 
ple of our communion, and thus again they are asked t 
petition the General Conference, instead of vote, as th 
General Conference orders. 

Following my arguments stated, in four parts, on pag 
2 of my open letter, I proceeded to show that 


‘(THE ISSUE, AS PRESENTED, IS NOT REAL,” 


Reasoning from this premise, I crossed what is claime! 
to be the cause of all our troubles, viz.: the commissio’ 
(that is to say, all opposition to regularly constitute 
authorities in the church, and all misrule, as seen in pai 
second of this pamphlet, is chargeable to the commission 
and showed that the real cause of the commission was-' 

1. The agitation of the secrecy question. 

2. The laws enacted from time to time, bearing upon the 
question; laws as hydra as the water serpent in fabulou 
history. 

3. The unjust antagonism of those who dared to think bi 
yond prescribed lines, together with the proscription of all wh 
ventured to question the proprieties of laws thus enactec 
These things gave us the commassion. 

I here, and now, reaffirm that truth, and now declar 
that the issue presented in opposing the action of th 
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aeral Conference is, not only not real, but its own 
its prove it to be a sham, hence I only change the 
.d line from 


AE ISSUE, AS PRESENTED, IS NOT REAL” TO “THE SHAM 
EXPOSED.” 


‘o the candid and honest-hearted reader I need not * 
that my purposes are only to be helpful in maintain- 
| the right in all that I say and do. Those who have 
in associated with me this year, especially, will bear 
out in the statement that I have treated my opposers 
st kindly all the way through, and that I have sought 
every way possible to keep them from doing wrong 
r thus bring on trouble to themselves and_ others. 
‘otwithstanding this, men have hearkened to the voice 
mmisrule, and deeper sorrow has been inflicted upon 
Church authorities have been ignored ; law has been 
enly violated; rulings and decisions of the chairman 
ve been over-ridden, contrary to official decisions ; min- 
ers have been boycotted, and efforts have been made 
drive them from their lawfully appointed fields of 
or, and all under the infatuation, or pretense of main- 
ning the principles of the church. None will deny 
it something or somebody is responsible for this rebel- 
in and misrule. 
Let none be deceived in regard to this matter any 
wger. The issue is upon us; 1t has come without our 
«ing and against our protest, and ministers and mem- 
“s must be prepared to meet it. The very nature of 
» work already done indicates most clearly the char- 
er of that which is to follow, and the man who can be 
.eedled into the belief that all this misrule and insub- 
lination is lawful, on the ground that the commission 
anlawful, in my candid opinion is either too ignorant 
see the truth, too narrow to embrace it, or too selfish 
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to acknowledge that under the pretext of preserving | 
church the work of dividing and destroying her is carr: 
forward. In part second of this pamphlet you have se 
this whole matter verified, and the reader can rest assul 
that such is to be the “finale” of this issue. 
In order that all may be advised as to the real anin 
of the whole matter, and fully understand just how 
has been brought about, I will quote from the Conser 
tor, that paper of par excellence, whose oracles, to so: 
at least, are the voice of a god. 
1. “The culmination of dishonor was reached at ¢ 
last General Conference in passing the ‘swivel la 
which can be turned to any side to avoid taking effec 
2. “Tf the provisions of the Commission are carri 
into effect, we have no hesitation in denouncing it | 
an outrage and an unparalleled usurpation ” [ egotism 
3. ‘We tell them plainly that, if the constitution 
ever changed, it will be done according to its own pi 
visions, or they will leave us in full possession of all a 
church-property ; and we speak advisedly when we say, 
and mean will we say” [ intimidation ]. . 
4, “T have no money for the secretary and treasul 
elected by last General Conference to handle. I wou 
not trust them for anything. I have the Telescope pa) 
for up to January 1, 1886. If you know of any one thi 
will furnish me the Christian Cynosure for ten days, I wi 
trade even”—seven months’ subscription to the T¢ 
scope; or $1,163 for ten days’ subscription to the Cy) 
sure. How patriotic this! Enough of such devotion| 
the church would ruin all christendom. ‘This broth! 
has since sent us ten subscribers for our paper” (so sal 
the editor ). ll 
5. “The Commission is organized to obliterate o| 
principles in every effective and real sense; but they w 
do it for themselves, not for us. They are unauthorized . 
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jinything for us. We have no stock, part, nor lot in 
pix work, and shall not have [ defiance ]. We pledge 
| assurance of our veracity that, if they act under their 
Ixctions, we shall repudiate the whole thing” [ bull- 
in 
ene never was a more shameful course of trick- 
|} and humbuggery pursued by political demagogues.” 
feel like getting away from the whole miserable crew.” 
| would rather be among out-and-out secretists than 
a of such hollow professions.” 
“Tf we find, when the first of J anuary arrives, that 
commission folly is not withdrawn, according to 
bning previously given, we have several plans we shall 
| into practice. . . . First, we will commence work on 
|: ventions to be held in each conference in the church” 
| timidation ]. Second, we will arrange to do what we 
re been urged by members of the church to do—fur- 
ih them a Sabbath-school paper and other supplies. . . 
will doit on and after the first of January, 1886, if 
3 wickedness is not recalled’ [ bulldozing ]. 
“Talk of indorsing the Telescope aes rank liberals 
its managers” [Paul ignored ]. 
“But the truth is, the whole us of commissioners 
yw better, and all their arguments are but a plea of 
| devil to destroy our platform on secresy. Have con- 
nce in such men? Nay, verily” [ Paul disobeyed ]. 
|0. “Now, if it is honestly desired that we co-operate 
ithe missionary cause, then withdraw the Commision. 
|. Take it all back, devote it to oblivion, and we will 
|p to have this calamity removed ” [ bulldozing }. 
|1. “To bea United Brethren in the sense of main- 
ning a brotherhood by making new confessions of faith 
1 constitutions is a very different thing from being a 
}ited Brethren in Christ” Zbl egal ] 
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12. “On the same principle, it might be well to inti 
duce an article prohibiting General Conference | 
making any rule that will exclude brewers, distille: 
and saloon-keepers, since principle and church puri 
are of so little importance. This, I feel sure, would e 
able us to build up in the cities, and certainly would | 
best adapted to the growth and efficiency of the 7 
[ slander ]. 

14. “They made a constitution and confession of fai’ 
of their own. They took a little out of our constitutio 
and a little from our confession of faith in making thei 
but that is not amending ours. They also absorbed a hj 


tle from ours, but put nothing into it. They struck o} 
nothing, inserted nothing, added nothing to our val 
documents” [ deception]. : 

Similar quotations from the same source could be e 
tended until all our space would be taken up. In Bib 
language: ‘In the mouth of two or three witness 
every word shall be established,” and as all from who 
these citations are made profess peculiar grace and infa 
lible knowledge, their utterances must be valid. Let. 
be remembered that all these declarations are made 
parties who claim to be the absolute protectors ar 
defenders of our church home. Now I affirm that 
these, and hundreds of similar utterances, are to | 
received as evidence of devotion to the church, and tl 
maintenance of union and Christian fellowship in hy 
communion, it would be impossible to determin 
what course to pursue if her destruction were to 1} 
sought. Hence, I have claimed from the beginning ju 
what hundreds are beginning to see and believe, viz 
that the opposition, as conducted, is not real but is | 
sham, and I doubt not was so intended from its conce] 
tion in the minds of its projectors, and we believe 
shall be able to make it perfectly clear to all who are 1 
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reach of reasonable deductions, drawn from premises 
| down by leaders in this crusade of opposition to 
jusures and men, whose integrity and religious inde- 
idence forbid their joining hands with the faction. 

let us now review some of thestatementsmade. Take 
| 5 for a beginning, which declares that the ‘“‘commis- 
i. was organized to obliterate our principles in every 
potive and real sense.” Now if this be true the commis- 
t has failed to carry out the purpose for which it was 
jinized, or either No. 5 or No. 14 tells an_ untruth. 
japare them, reader, and be convinced which. No. 5 
is to “obliterate our principles in every effective 
ise.” No. 14 says: “ They struck out nothing, in- 
}ed nothing, added nothing to onr valid documents.” 
is is, beyond all doubt, the unconscious utterance of 
hunintentional truth. The author intends you to be- 
re No. 5, but forgetting this contradicts it with No. 
| Is there no sham manifest in this? 

ow take No. 1. Here the present law is called a 
\yivel law,” which can be turned to any side to avoid 
jing effect. Compare this No. 1 with another No. 1 
mnd on page 210 of the Religious Telescope for 1885, and 
1 will be convinced that their authorship most likely 
‘ld be traced to the same source. Here is what the 
\igious Telescope No. 1 says: 

/I notice also that it isthe impression of some that 
law against secret societies is in the way of our suc- 
3, and as it is interpreted, it must be conceded to be a 
.derance; for if when a man is drawn into the lodge 
.o is a member of the church, and is influenced by his 
\tor to leave the lodge, he must join the church over, 
stay out of the church, it certainly is in the way, and 
ds improvement. But if any who favor the law have 
)r so interpreted it, it has not been known to me.” 
can give the names of the strongest, and, in my judg- 
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ment, the best men in the “Conservator” family—men Ww 
helped make the law, and who favored it, so far as knoy 
to me, until its displacement, who declare that there 
no chance of restoring such member to fellowship of t 
church, even if they should sincerely repent and prom: 
obedience to the law. Now, while there is no “swivel” | 
the old law, it would seem that one was necessary for t, 
author of No. 1 (Religious Telescope), the introduction 
which doubtless suggested the No. 1 of the Conservat 
The plain law, as it stands in the discipline of 1877 ai 
1881, item 1, reads: ‘ Any member or preacher who shi 
connect himself with a secret society shall be regard 
as having thereby declared that he prefers such socie 
to the fellowship of the church, and shall. be consider 
as having withdrawn from the church.” Item 5 direc 
the disposition of item 1 in this way: “In cases of wi 
drawal from the church, as recognized and set forth 
this rule, the preacher in charge shall announce the fac 
to the class, and see that the records of the church cc 
respond with the facts.” Now, as Brother Dillon is ¢) 
author of both these declarations, which I denomina 
No. 1 “Tel.” and No. 1 “Cons.,” I wish the reader to a 
serve the following things: 

1. He says: “The implied meaning surely is, if ] 
persists in remaining in that connection.” “If not, thi 
what meaning can we attach to the duty enjoined on t] 
pastor to reclaim all who may have joined any secret ¢ 
der.” “And this duty cannot be confined to minor ¢ 
ders, because it says-any secret order.” The placing 
the items may be misleading, but we would suppose th 
almost any one could see clearly that the harmonies ¢ 
exist, and that contradictions are forced. Put items 
and 5 together, as I have here done, and they make out 
clear case ; and then put items 3 and 6 together, as doub 
less they should be, and all is clear enough as to perso1 
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jad in the lodge when the law went into effect, and 
| pastor’s duty in regard to them. And I now affirm 
Jt any interpretation that extends probation to viola- 
|, of that law, isin opposition to its plainest provisions. 
mce more from “ Tel.” No. 1: ‘‘ Therefore, by fair con- 
iction of the spirit of the constitution, unless some 
} of the objectionable features found in Free-masonry 
| )dd-fellowship inheres in a secret order, to it, the con- 
Jution does not apply. So, I think, any impartial 
jist would decide.—Dullon. 

|.fter naming five particularly objectionable things, 
lich, to his mind, are satisfactory, he says: “I think, 
|, that we should so define a secret society, as to 
huire that they include one or more of these five 
)rges to make our law agree with the spirit of the con- 
jution.” He justly enough predicates the spirit of the 
istitution, under which he would make a difference in 
| orders to the non-existing of the minor orders at the 
lie of its adoption. Dear brethren, will you please 
irk all this array of evidence on both sides of the 
jaeral Conference, and then tell us if there be no sham 
tk somewhere wound up in the opposition as it pre- 
ts itself? Please tell us how it is, you that under- 
jad it, that positive and absolute laws before the Gen- 
il Conference can, wnder the constitution which declares 
hire shall be no connection with secret societies, be 
bwiveled” to mean less than both the constitution and 
|: law, harmonizing with it perfectly, either admits in 
| letter, sanctions in its spirit, or grants in its author- 
|? Is there nosham in this? But stranger still, that 
en that invisible spirit of defining its limits and pre- 
ibing its permissibles, which is denied in its letter, 
uld take substance of that spirit, and infuse the form 
| law as now indicated, that it should meet opposition 
that form, when it was commended in its spirit before 
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it took that form. Is there no sham here? Is ther« 
member of this church so ignorant as not to know tk 
the spirit of a thing is its life? Is there a brother| 
sister who is competent to settle any question by vi 
who does not know that like begets like? If it wast 
spirit of the constitution before the General Conferer 
to make differences between secret orders, can it be li 
than that still? The truth is, there is a sham in t 
whole business, and it is high time our good peo} 
should know it, and meet it accordingly. | 

I do not know whether the invention of “swivel 
will continue to be profitable or not, doubtless they p 
well now. We have quite a number of well construct 
ones laid away, clean and nice from the manufactory, ? 
future use as necessity may require. | 

Let us now consider another matter in the bill of p: 
ticulars in which the sham certainly is clearly define 
It is this: ie | 


“THE EFFORT TO PREVENT THE MEMBERS VOTING ON TI 
QUESTIONS NOW BEFORE THE CHURCH, AND DEMANDI 
THE VOICE OF THE MEMBERSHIP TO SETTLE THEM, 











| 
Remember, it is not claimed that there is any sham 
the opposition on any ground other than that it clair 
to be engaged for the salvation of the church, while 1 
hold it to be the destruction of the church. It, the: 
fore, only devolves upon us to show in this, as we ha 
in the first instance, that there is sham work done he 
if, indeed, the claim to preserve the unity of the chur 
be admitted at all. | 
' J. It is claimed that because the commission is u 
lawful, to vote upon measures proposed by it will be u 
lawful also. I unhesitatingly affirm that when brethré 
can assume the risk of the church’s peace, and continu 
union upon a simple opinion, as this is done, that it: 
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rer for want of devotion to her altars or from a desire 
conquer a victory regardless of consequences. I do 
wish to be severe, but must be candid. I am quite 
tain that many good and honest members of the church 
caught by the crafty efforts made by the men who 
ve the greatest interest in the matter. Be assured 
‘re are those who have gone so far out in this thing 
+ the very thought of return is hopeless, and they 
‘ seek to make the breach as wide as it possibly can 
made in the time alloted for their work. To do this 
»y have adopted the order not to vote, but to makea . 
ey of pretense—and I want that emphasized—they urge 
it petition be the order. The Conservator says that in 
ow of the commission and the fact that the liberals will 
ve, that “conservatives are ready tor the issue and 
‘ling to submit the whole matter to the people.” “And 
'y will do so by petition, praying the next General Confer- 
ve to make no changes in the confession of faith and consti- 
‘ion, and to enact laws in harmony therewith.” 
We cannot vote, but we will petition. This is con-_ 
itutional.” Now, this whole thing is a sham, as cer- 
mnly as it has been uttered in terms of questionable 
racity. Where, in all the book of ecclesiastical laws 
‘werning this church, is the duty of such a dodge pre- 
ibed? Does the constitution define such a duty and 
join it, under circumstances now prevailing? It cer- 
nly does not in any sense do so. And I am quite sure 
at the author of the measure knows that it does not, 
dif I am correct in this, then the thing is a sham, 
d this will appear further on in this investigation. 
Once more: “The commission will go ahead with its 
ting plan, and conservatives will make their requests 
petition, and the next General Conference will have the 
ice of the church on this whole question.” Now let us see 
st what there is in this seeming, plausible proposition. 
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1. It is not denied that the right of petition is cons 
tutional, but we do deny the right to petition when t 
General Conference orders a vote, if to do so, is to cou! 
in the contest. This is just what is pretended in ty 
issue now pending, and I defy any man to show that ¢ 
constitution secures to such parties the right of a hee 
ing, nor do I believe that they believe it does. Suppo: 
however, that such should be the case, will not such pe 
tion, if counted in on Floyd’s proposition, validate t] 
work of the commission just as much as to vote? The 
is no use trying to evade the truth any longer. | 

The General Conference either has the right to propo 
amendments without petition from the membership, | 
it has not. If it has such right, then it has also the rial 
to plan how such amendments shall be formulated al 

presented to the church for their acceptance or rejectio. 
If, therefore, that right is secured in the constitutio. 
and all but unreasonable men will acknowledge hed 
is, the General Conference has transcended no boun 
defined in the constitution in asking the church to vo 
on matters now offered in the “Commisson acts.” TI 
whole matter is left to the people, and they are asked ‘ 
vote yes or no, not peitition yes or no, and it is the yes an 
the no that will count in this issue beyond a pera 
venture. i 

I know that it is urged that the Commission is uncol 
stitutional, because it has laymen in it. I so though 
and said at the General Conference, but, looking tk 
matter over carefully and deliberately, and earnesth 

desiring to know and do for the best, I am quite certai 
that there can be no valid objection urged against i 
Let us look with candor upon this matter; let us } 
men and meet the issue as such; yea, as Christians, 1¢ 
us meet it. Why should we fritter away the churel 
when we can save it? Echo says, Why? There is g 
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ch said about the constitution, that I wish to present 
1ought for thinkers just here. 

lirticle 1. and Section 1 says: “All ecclesiastical power 
fein granted, to make or repeal any rule of discipline, 
lested in a general conference, which shall consist OI 
lars elected by the members in every conference district 
foughout the society,” etc. Dear brethren, allow me 
ve to give what, to my mind, is a correct analysis 
lour constitution, which will certainly, if right, 
p in to more proper conclusions as to the matter 
and. ‘ 

|. Section 1 fixes and defines the legislative authority 
|this church. Sections 4, 9, 6, 7, and 8, prescribe and 
| ine the prerogatives of legislation, declaring what shall 
1 what shall not be done. 

/Article rv. stands as sentinel guarding both the church 
jd the conference against improper legislation. 

Section 1 opening and Article Iv. closing the whole 
jok of laws as inhering in the constitution. This must 
/apparent toall. The following questions and answers, 
jis believed, will be helpful just now: 

iL. Where does the General Conference originate? 
iswer—With the church at large. - 

12. Where and how does the General Conference get 
| legislative authority and powers? Answer — From 
|d by the delegation of the membership of the denomi- 
) tion. : 
|3. Is it reasonable to suppose that a General Confer- 
\.ce, originating with the church at large would be other 
an the representative of the feeling and sentiment of 
le people behind it? Answer—It would not be either 
asonable or just to so claim. 

14. Isit reasonable or just to claim that a General Con- 
hrence, chosen by the church at large, would transcend 
ls legislative prerogatives as defined by the constitu- 
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tion? We answer, “No,” and yet this is just what t 
brethren claim was done at the last General Conferen 
And now we propose to them, on their ground—their ¢ 
sumed ground—viz: that the General Conference did tran 
cend the constitutional limits in the enactment of the secre 
law, and the appointment of a formulating commission, t 
Following questions : | 
Do you admit-that the last General Conference w 

the creature of the church? JI affirm that it was just 
much so as any former one ever was, and I now affir 
that a righteous and God-fearing membership demar 
that the parties who have insinuated otherwise con 
squarely to the front, not dodging the question by r 
flecting upon that body, as Brother Miller does in h 
letter, but say, in a word, “ Yes,” or “No.” If the answi 
should be “‘ Yes,” we ask,— ; 
2. Did that General Conference, or did it not, refle 
the sentiment of its constituency? No dodging, if yo 
please ; the question is proper, and we demand a straigh 
unequivocal answer, “Yes,” or “No.” Weare very con 
mon people, and plain, logical truth can be understoo 
better than abstract and mystifying technicalities. On 
plain question that all can understand, nothing in th 
shape of evasion can be received for Yes?” or! Nota 
we are to be abducted, we must know why. Masons, yo 
say, abducted Wm. Morgan, and hid him in a darl 
dingy, out-of-the-way place, until they got ready to drow 
him; and it is bad faith for men in the United Brethre 
Church to seek to practice a similar game upon thos 
they would lead away. é a 
Now to admit that the General Conference was th 
creature of the denomination, and deny that it reflecte 
the sentiments of the people is so illogically fallacious a 
to render it unworthy of a place in print, let alone | 
home in candid hearts. But if it be claimed that we hat 
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| proper General Conference in 1885, we reply, then, 
Ire has been “great ado about nothing.” 
|\gain, if it be claimed that we had a General Confer- 
Ise, according to the constitutional provision, it then 
llows, beyond a peradventure, that the constituency 
Ire both cast and character to that body, and that be- 
+ the case, the church at large voiced her sentiments in 
: delegations, and if the constitutional limits have 
im passed, over the church at large —-as a whole — 
1 the principle that majorities must rule,) and not the 
larch in delegation, is the responsible party. This is a 
jar proposition, and will not be denied by any one. 
iw we raise this thought—one which lies at the very 
pindation of our government as a church. 
iL. On the formation of our constitution ; was it formed 
| the church sentiment at large, or the majority of that 
jatiment in delegated authority? By delegated au- 
jority, as we all know who know enough about our 
)lity to cast an intelligent vote. Our constitution says 
frat can never be believed on any other ground than 
iat: ‘We the members of the CHURCH OF THE UNITED 
RETHREN IN Curist, in the name of God, do * aay 
‘dain the following articles of ConsTITUTION.” 
‘Please bear in mind that the first congregation of any 
ling like united brethren lived for over forty years 
)thout any officially adopted confession of faith. Please 
member also that it was twenty-two years after the 
option of a confession of faith that a first constitution 
las proposed, not by the people but by the General Con- 
rence held in Germantown, Ohio, May 10, 1837. In 
is General Conference there were just eighteen mem- 
xs who said: ‘WE THE MEMBERS OF THE CHURCH DO 
RDAIN, &C. 
| Passing everything else by, aS we are not writing 


j.urch history now, let us inquire from whence did these 
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eighteen men get their authority to ordain organic la 
as well as legislate local laws?’ Was it assumed or de 
gated? If assumed would it bea greater offense again 
our people for that body to assume a thing now than | 
that time? $5 

If they acted under delegated authority, did they voi 
the sentiment of the church at that time? Or, fo 
years later, when that body adopted our present constit 
tion without a vote of the church, did it then act in ha 
mony with the sentiment of the church at large? W 
presume to say that both the constituency and the del 
gation were actuated by like principles, and that an 
prerogatives belonging to either at that time belong ; 
at the present time also. This will not be questione 
by any fair-minded man, no difference what position } 
occupies, so we think at least. If, therefore, the sent 
ment of the denomination at that time gave character { 
the constitution through its representatives, should n¢ 
the sentiment of the church do as much now? Ido n¢ 
believe that one just person can be found in our con 
munion to-day who will say, No. , | 

It was a voluntary society which gave us the organisn 
and it is a voluntary church that pepetuates its being 
and unless the church of to-day is denied the freedom ¢ 
will and the right to act, which she then possessed, sh 
must and will adjust herself to the emergencies arisin 
by conforming her law methods to the best advantage ¢ 
aggressive church-work; nor is it reasonable, just, ¢ 
Christlike to believe or advocate that in a voluntar) 
society the people of fifty or a hundred years ago coul) 
elect and decree, by sentiment and delegation, immuté 
bility in either its confession of faith or constitution, i! 
so far as these depend upon legislation. If, therefore 
either is claimed, it must be done on other grounds thaj 
that the church has no authority to vote changes i} 
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aer the one or the other, because it is a voluntary 
titution. This claim has been set up. 

‘nce more: We affirm that if a General Conference, 
sy or fifty years ago, had the right to frame a constitu- 
1, unpetitioned by the members of the church, it . 
the right to propose changes now, unpetitioned by 
- church, and that any claim to the contrary must 
vend upon either the ignorance of the party making 
or upon their unwillingness to allow the church to be 
ced on matters in which she has a right to be heard. 
st here a question arises; ’tis this: If, as is claimed by 
‘ties opposing in this issue, the General Conference 
{not the right to provide for amendments unless re- 
asted by two thirds of the whole church, by petition, 
1 the General Conference, when thus petitioned, legis- 
3 without the vote of the church? If the General 
aference can not do so, then we reply that the petition 
meaningless on any other ground than the expression 
a desire, and, therefore, can count nothing in voicing 
»posed changes, either for or against. But if it be 
sintained that full two thirds of the people must pe- 
.on before the General Conference can propose amend- 
ints, revisions, or changes of any kind in the organic 
v, and this is claimed right along, we reply again, that 
that be the case, the people have no further rights or 
srogatives in this church than the right of petition, 
d the General Conference can never propose a thing 
thout a petition, nor. yet grant the privilege of a vote 
the church on any requested change they may make, 
the constitution makes no provision for anything of 
» kind ever being done. The man is yet to be born 
io dare assume that it does. | 

[t follows, necessarily: 

t.. That if the General Conference has no such 
thority, that the proposition now pending is dis- 
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orderly and wrong, for no such petition was ha 
It follows,— 

2. That if such right does inhere in the General Co 
ference, and we know it does, if it ever did, that to p} 
_ pose to prevent or control the church by petition whe 
she is asked to settle a question by vote, is wrong als 
It only remains now for us to settle the question of “1 
quest,” as it stands in our Discipline. One of two thin 
is certainly true, either that petition or vote is the ul 
matum, beyond the one or the other we cannot possib, 
go. If, therefore, petition is that end, no vote can be a 
missible, but if a vote is the finale, then petition is n 
admissible when and where a vote only can become fing 
We hold it to be self-evident that in every case of organ 
change, a vote of the church at large is the request in 
plied in the law, and that if we hold to the definition | 
request alone, we deny the right of this church to evi 
vote on any proposition of organic law which may | 
submitted. Let me repeat it just here, that none be d 
ceived and that all may act understandingly: A petitio 
expresses your wish, pleasure, desire, but neither make 
maintains, or enforces law. <A vote is an act expressiy 
of the will in which a choice is made between thing 
presented, which act not only discovers the preference ( 
the mind, but gives form and substance to the decisior 
and gives the force of law to the conviction. Petition 
may influence when in order, but a vote confirms a cor 
viction, and gives character to the principle. And nov 
dear brethren, one and all, I pray you do not allow youl 
selves to be deceived by the sham pretence of petitio: 
when a vote will be final.—Voting, you take no risk 
whatever, and your vote will count for your principles 

Bear in mind, that if the purpose not to vote be carrie 
out, that just as many as petition, dare not cast a vote 
for it is understood that the petitioners are to be countei 
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he contest with those who vote, and I declare to you 
|; every member who now signs a petition, signs away 
or her right of suffrage, if, indeed, they do not sign 
y their birth-right in this church, not necessarily, 
by force of circumstances. 


THE SHAM EXPOSED BY ITS OWN PROPOSITIONS. 


RETHREN: Have you considered this? If you have 
,will you do so now? You may yet be in time to 
3a disruption in our Zion in spite of the efforts to 
jare it. Observe: 

LG On technicalities alone, and not upon the merits of 
| case, you are forbidden to vote, and to put you to 
|, you are told to petition which will count you in 
sor of your principles. Have you ever been told to 
ition and abide the issue? No! But petition and 
ver submit to anything but your own way. Can you 
| see nor understand that the object it to get you in a 
‘ition where you cannot vote, and then compel you to 
1 a faction on the ground that you were ignored by 
General Conference if you are not counted the same 
shough you had voted? Now that you may see clearly 
| sham in this you have only to note: 

That you are forbidden to vote because it will be 
awful to do so, but you can petition which is lawful, 
‘that you will count in this contest just the same as 
»ugh you voted, and thus the General Conference will 
yre the will of the church before it; for that is what is 
ant by the “whole question,” as used by the “* Cons.’ 
w, I do not fear to say that if the vote is illegal that 
| petition in relation with it will be illegal also. And 
she petition, in relation with the vote, is proper and 
/be counted that the vote will be equally proper and | 
jot. Itis not possible for one to be legal and the other 
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illegal, and yet count in harmony. I challenge the p 
sumptive folly and charge it with evil intention. If ¢ 
sham, the concealed bait to catch the unsuspecting. 

2. You must bear in mind that no difference how t 
matter is finally determined if it be not absolutely 
dictated by Dillon and Floyd the church is to be sp 
asunder. 

Brother Floyd says: “The church is practically dividi 
Lhe Commission proposes to lay down a foundation up 
which to build up a new church.” Brother Dillon say 
“They are unauthorized to do anything for us. We he 
no stock, part, nor lot in their work, and shall not hay 
. .. We shall repudiate the whole thing.” | 

Floyd says that if changes are voted, the next Ge 
eral Conference dare not recognize it, and that delegat 
to that body who dare comply with the request of t, 
peoples’ majorities will be unseated by those who clai 
that the Commission was unconstitutional. » And | 
says it does not make any difference whether they are, 
the majority or not, nor will the votes cast have al 
weight to determine the duty of members of Gener 
Conference in the matter. Now you have it. Neith 
the people voting, nor yet their delegates can be hea; 
or honored; they must be overridden in their opinior 
judgment, and decisions, no difference if one hundre 
and fifty thousand members vote, and no difference. 
they send a hundred delegates, or more, to the ne} 
General Conference. ’Tis settled. They are to be s 
aside and the church divided. I am as positive in 1 
convictions as I am of my being, that this ultimatum wi 
planned in the conception of the opposition, as mani 
fested from time time, and I state it here that othe 
may be on their guard, “Never submit to anything,” is tk 
motto, and “ Opposition to the Commission” is the pas, 
word of the self-styled Law and Order Party in oy 
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rch to-day. Extract from this party the self-will that 
lected it, the presumption that inspires it, and the 
)shness that controls it, and its devotion to our 
irch altars will be reduced to the very minimum 
loyalty. | 

Take one more fact. ’Tis this: The unwillingness 
llow a full, square, and undivided vote of the member- 
)» on questions now properly before the church, and 
yeh can not be settled without such vote, on the pre- 
xe assumed that the ‘Commission is an outrage,” an 
paralleled usurpation,” rather than on the real 
hits of the case, proves most conclusively either, first, 
the wisdom, judgment, justice, integrity, and loy- 
inherent in the parties so decreeing preponderates 
that is of a different opinion; or, second, that they 
the result of such fairness in the event of a final 
}e, and on this ground seek to break the harmony by 
hipitating discord. Ask them if they believe that 
a square issue this church would vote to keep the 
stitution and laws just as they were at the sitting of 
‘General Conference of 1885. | 
“they answer, “The plan of submitting the question 
ot lawful, and therefore we dare not vote, but will 
\tion,” do not accept the evasion. Your question is 
per and plain, and you must not be put off with an 
sive answer. They believe, either that the church 
| maintain all, or they believe she cannot; that she 
| or will not, if she gets the opportunity, to give her 
ve in the matter. We are not disputing the principle 
polved in this issue, but we do most emphatically deny 
|; the proposed methods employed by our brethren are 
| patible with the end which they pretend. Yea, more, 
|, as already witnessed, the methods have affected dis- 
tion, and organizations are springing up which proves 

6 


clearly that the ostensible does not comport with the 7 
purpose of the opposition. : 

It will not be denied by any one, whose denial cou 
have a feather’s weight, that the whole drift and drive 
the “would be” Law AND ORDER Parry, from its conce 
tion until now, has been to create the opinion that | 
who do not ally themselves to them, are either secret m 
themselves or in favor of admitting all secret orders in 
the church. All know that this is for effect. It is do 
for the sole purpose of creating discord, and alienati 
the mind and prejudicing it against men of oppos: 
views. 
Brethren, you are certainly not so blind or prejudie 
as not to see this; nor can you fail to see that it is do 
in order to create schisim in the church. Already } 
have three schismatic organizations as the direct ov 
growth of this captious teaching. This is the guide-boa 
pointing to what is intended to be secured by preventi 
the members voting under the pretence that to petit 
will be the same as to vote. 

I believe as much as I do in the infallibility of trut 
that the projectors of this scheme have in view Loum 
less than the division of the church. 

And now, once for all, I wish to put the matter to 
analytical test; a thing ‘that good, well-designing, trut 
seeking, and church- loving men will not find fault wit 
Our appeal is to lovers of our church-home; to such 
have more interest in the preservation of Christian fi 
lowship and the unity of the membership than in t 
achievement of a selfish end. ’Tis my wish in prese 
ing this, to me, clear analysis, to have all, no differen 
of what shade of opinion, to cast aside their prejudi 
to the end that they can ‘weigh arguments without t 
use of such weights as determine the worth of all 4 
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its and their reasonable conclusions. The array of 
th here presented is based, 3 

UpoN GENERAL PRINCIPLES OUT OF WHICH THE 
fATION GRows. In our first letter on Page 3, we laid 
m the immutable truth embraced in the whole array. 
it truth contains three leading propositions yet unan- 
red, and must forever be. They are here reproduced, 
\howing the general principle or cause of our trouble: 

“The agitation of the secrecy question.” 

“The laws enacted from time to tume bearing upon that 
tion ; laws as hydra as the water serpent in fabulous 
ry. 
The unjust antagonism of those who dared think be- 
d prescribed lines, together with the proscription of all who 
ured to question the proprieties of laws thus enacted.” Out 
hese, I say, sprang the Commission. 
ow, [ ask, are not these propositions true? If they 
not true, then something else was the cause of the 
amission But we are told that “the desire to get 
ecy into the church gave us the Commission.” If we 
‘pt this, the argument will stand thus: 

By it my first is established, viz.; “‘ that there was 
ation on the secrecy question.” 

By it my second is confirmed, viz.; the frequent 
pages of law, for which there must have existed a ne- 
ity. Now, reader, mark well the points. 

1.) There was enough in the secrecy question to 
luce the agitation 

2.) There was enough in the agitation to give us the 
ous laws, much of which lacked harmony with the 
stitution in its plain lettering, and as interpreted by 
‘ther Dillon and others. 

These admissions both corroborate my third argu- 
it, and ratifies its truth. 

(9, now, the fact is established that the cause did exist, 
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capable in itself of producing all the effects seen. Al 
- now, since no effect can be greater than the cause produ 
ing it, we remark that it matters not where or what tl 
cause was from which the Commission came, the Co1 
mission does not and can not possibly contain one thil 
as an element which did not exist in the church fro 
whence the agitation came, which was the cause produ 
ing the Commission. If it be said that it existed in tl] 
agitation, etc, as claimed by me, it is granted. If it | 
said that the cause existed in those who wished to brit 
secrecy into the church, while we do not believe it, ¥ 
nevertheless reply, that if it did, it existed in a preva 
ing constituency. And so, in any and every way 4 
matter can be shaped up, we get back to two leadin 
controling principles: the one is, the secrecy questi¢ 
in this church, organically established; the other is, 
voluntary memberships-relation to that question. Tow 
mind two things are clear, and contradictory as cleg 
VIR | 

1. The constitution, as construed and interpreted | 
some, is arbitrary, denying a republic—the church: 
the liberty of free will— representative free will, as ne 
construed by the Law and Order Party. 

2. The “anomaly” of a voluntary people governed | 
arbitrary law, as indicated most clearly by the coum 
pursued by the brethren opposing in the issue now bef 
the church. . { 

2. The existing fact, as confessed by all, necessitate 
something being done, at the last General Conferené 
looking to a harmonizing adjustment of the difficulty 

This no fair-minded man will deny. And we now: 
firm that just so much of that question, and nothil 
more, as inhered in the prerogatives of that General Col 
ference, was acted upon, and just so much as was beyon 
their authority was transferred to the constituency | 
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t body; and that the united wisdom and devotion of a 
land orderly chosen delegation, chosen by an orderly 
| devoted people, did do what they in their enlightened 
ement believed was the best thing that could be done 
‘each the church and ask the people to settle the dis- 
e. The commission was the plan chosen, and I-deny 
t there is a shadow of rebellion against either the con- 
ution or the church in it. ’Tis a method, not law in 
rsense. As a method, it declares no law valid or in- 
id. It only extends a privilege it cannot command, 
{enjoins a duty it can never perform. It puts the re- 
nsibility where the responsibility began, or the delega- 
1 formulating the plan, is a lie upon the constituency 
uting it. : 


THE CHARGES MADE 


that the commission plan is an “inaugurated rebellion 
|inst the constitution.” So says the Conservator. And 
this claim you are ordered not to vote. Floyd says, 
he effect of the election can only be to determine the 
ent of the rebellion already inaugurated against the 
istitution.” Again, he says, “The election is ordered 
Jestroy our government.” Again the same authority 
lares that the “fundamental principles of a church 
inot be changed by a popular vote.” ‘Men may vote 
mselves off of the foundation of the church, but they 
inot vote the foundation, or any part of it, from under 
church.” Here is sophistry sophisticated, and the 
ase that demands such defense is not the cause of this 
irch. But it does show how straitened men are who 
ume the prerogatives of a tree will and independent 
yple, and arrogate to themselves the right to rule with- 
t the consent of the governed. Hear him again, “ Law 
m are-not opposed to voting on lawful propositions, 
r are they opposed to lawful changes.” But the com- 
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mission cannot compel them to vote away their righ 
under the constitution. To my mind the term best qual 
fying this reasoning would be “sophism” amplified. O1 
day you can vote changes, another you can’t vote change 
Note, too, the implied untruth that the Commissid 
forces you to vote away your rights as members of tl 
church. But you must hear more from the same sour 
before you make up your minds to vote and defend yol 
rights, or petition and forfeit them. This brother ar 
the party are very zealous for your constitutional right 
and proposes to defend them for you, even if it does seve 
the church. Hear him in your defense: “How can ti 
masses of the people determine what ought to go into a confe 
sion of fatth, and what ought not to go into wt?” “Are the 
theologians?” “Are they versed in the science of creed, th 
they can determine the faith of a church?” Please hear tk 
advocate of your rights once more: “The Liberals px 
pose in their new church constitution to take from the | 
the right to vote on their confession of faith, and lodge thi 
power with the clergy.” He further declares that‘‘you al 
deliberately and prayerfully asked to vote: your right 
away on the confession of faith.” Now, my brethren, 

have given you a sample or two froma storehouse of sue 
nonsense. Atone time you area set of ignoramuses ; yo 
have not sense enough to cast a vote, expressive of you 
wish on a given proposition, no difference how long | 
has been embraced in your confession of faith as a gen 
eral principle. No! The very minute that genera 
principle implied in your confession of faith takes th 
expressive form of a doctrinal statement you are at on¢ 
incapacitated to vote upon it, because you are not thee 
logians. But the most singular thing of all is, that yor 
are so soon lifted from your state of ignorance to suel 
pre-eminence. Only a little while ago you were incom 
petent to vote, but now you are exalted far above al 
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l;slesiastics in deciding upon church faith. The truth 
| the Floyd logic is this: : 

Il. If you vote for the proposed change in the consti- 
Ision, you vote away the right to do what he says you 
jive no inteligence and moral qualification to do. 

12. If you petition against any change, you simply 
jim the right to do what he forbids your doing under 
}2 present constitution, viz: to vote changes in it. Now 
| firm : 

li. That if you have any right under the constitution 
| vote at all, that right does imply change of some kind. 
| may be change of fact, or change of the form expres- 
jre of the fact; it must mcan a choice between two or 
jore things, or an approbative selection from many. 

12; Ifno such right exists under the present constitu- 
m, you will forfeit no such right under the proposed 
ange, and instead of voting yourselves out of a church - 
rat is Republican in its form of government into one 
1ich is Episcopal as F. says you will do if you vote for 
e proposed change, you will simply vote to change the 
astitution from one that is ambiguous to one that is 
ar. This deduction is predicated of F.’s ‘‘sophism’s.” 
But it is useless for me to pursue this matter at greater 
igth. We set out to expose the sham, and believe that 
has been done to the extent of reasonable demand. 
And now, my dear brethren in Christ, while you, no 
ubt, have been surprised at many things in this ex- 
se, and have been made to tremble on account of reve- » 
sions here made, you must still bear in mind that these 
2 the days of trial to this Church, and that great allow- 
ces are to be made for one and another. The best 
ing to do, doubtless, would be to accord to all the credit 
moral honesty and the right of opinion ; both together 
possible. It is not necessarily true that a man’s heart 
bad because he does not think like you do; yet such 
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are the epithets which find a welcome place in the co. 
umns of the “discord sower,” as to warrant general belie 
that such is the case. [See the Conservator.] “We ar 
loyal to the highest law of our Church, and faithfull| 
oppose all enemies of the same, whether they are traitor] 
within, or devils without.” [Rev. P. B. Williams. ] | 

“ The loyal part of the Conference did hold a conven 
tion at which, by resolution, they declared those whi 
favor the commission, are in rebellion to the principles | 
the Church. We have not changed our minds in th 
least in reference to that fact.” [Williams.] “I woul 
still have as much confidence in them as I now have il 
some who would have been leaders if they could, but be 
cause they could not have flopped over to the other side.! 
[P. B. W.] i 

“ Another fact may be written is this: If the author a) 
a few facts, (J. L. Luttrell), dies without becoming bishoy 
or supplanting some of the present high Church officials 
he will occupy seven feet of earth the most disappointee¢ 
of any man who has gone to God in many years, Thi 
is a fact as viewed by a member who is neither intimi 
dated nor ashamed to sign his name. P. B. WILLIAMS4 

“No man has had a higher estimate of the Auglaize 
Conference than myself. I love all its members with é 
peculiar love.” [P. B. W. -—@ 

All will infer from the above quotations that the lové 
is peculiar. Well, he is one of a thousand preachers whe¢ 
do love very peculiarly. Will the brethren please com 
pare these things with the resolution of last Conferenet 
touching the course of the Conservator ? | 

“The attempt in Auglaize to suppress freedom of the 
press, and personal liberty, has probably never had é 
parallel in this Church. The wanton insult of Brothe 
Floyd on assumptions unproved and false, was an out 
rage that ranks to heaven.” [Dillon.] How does thi 
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}opare with the resolution of Conference? “God pitty 
I: poor jacks who have gone over from United Breth- 
hiisma to assume so stupendous a task.” [P. B. 
Lliams. | 
i‘Some of this class are old fellows with sharp bristles, 
[i most are pin-feathered liberals who may console them- 
lives with the thought the future may bring them more 
ftune on this line.” [P. B. W.] Speaking of those 
}.0 are in subjection to General Conference, the same 
IB. says: We have been taught years ago, and some- 
w it stays with us still, that men may be of their 
|her the devil while his works they do.” 
‘And it will live if every rebel, and every bigot, and every 
oocrite should leave its communion and wage a ceaseless 
rfare against it.” [Hatfield.| ‘No intimidation has 
xr been attempted, publicly or privately, by the con- 
vatives, nor have they ever attempted to suppress the 
ith in anything. There was no plan to employ no 
ferals. Insubordination has never been fostered among 
}> members of the church by conservatives.” [ Truth. ] 
this be truth, then we are at a loss to know how to de- 
mine a falsehood. I could, if it would be religious to 
so, point out efforts of the “conservatives” to sup- 
ess truth, and would do so now did it not criminate a 
other whom I esteem highly, and who stands in the 
aks of the radicals. I could give the name of a pre- 
hus brother, who stands also in the same relation, who 
1ave always found to be truthful, who understood that 
liberals were to be employed if the radicals succeeded 
gaining the strength of the conference. Again: “ In- 
bordination has never been fostered.” I need only 
er the reader to part second for a full expose of this 
sehood; and you will bear in mind that from first to 
t that the “Cons.” stands behind the whole array 
id defends it all, and also our dear old father does — 
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the same: not one word of condemnation, but just 
fication by all. i : 


O, truth! thou precious jewel, : 
Since thou art to falsehood conformed, | 

In thy zeal the fires to supply. with fuel, 
Thy statements are deformed. 





| 
Once we could love thee, | 
Once we thee could trust ; a | 
But if thy covering, falsehood must be, 
We'll ignore thee because we’re just. : 

| 


As a principle of justice, thou art from above; | 
As a principle of evil, thou art from beneath : 
From aboye— thou art that which good men love ; 

From beneath — we thee to the devil bequeath. | 


“A minister of the Auglaize Conference, when return 
ing home, stopped with a family who had been persuade 
to liberalism; but when they were informed how th 
conference went, and learned of the raid it made on cel 
tain men ( Miller, Dillon, and Floyd), of course (oh, wha 
martyrs) he said the Liberals were wrong, and resume¢ 
his place in our ranks, and subscribed for the Conservater 
—Dillon. Catalogue this with Mr. Truth, as above. 

I am quite sure there is but one ease in the conferen ( 
which could be construed to mean a tenth of what ij 
here affirmed, and I am perfectly acquainted I believs 
with the one to which the reference is made, and shah 
so hold until it is definitely located elsewhere by giving 
the name of the preacher and the family; and now | 
affirm the conviction of long acquaintance with the 
family that the statement is wholly gratuitous) and tha 











ui 
the reverse is true. We give no names as the Conserva; 
tor gives none, and accept no denial but such as locat | 
and names the preacher and the family, and this dong 
if it falls not where our mental reserve puts it, thig 
challenge is withdrawn. 
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gain: Our cause is gaining grownd at an increased rate 
2 conference (Auglaize).—J. H. Mumma. Be not de- 
ed, my brethren; the editor puts the parenthetical 
laglaize ) to this. 
itis for effect. He says: “AVe have letters from two 
yur faithful United Brethren on East Liberty Circuit, 
vid Mumma, and J. H. Mumma, men of excellent 
‘istian character, and known and loved by us for sev- 
_years.” Brethren in the ministry, many of you have 
»wn these brethren much longer than he has, and you 
ow that they would be far better off to-day with the 
dor that commends right and rebukes wrong, for their 
port and defence, than to be comforted and prompted 
‘the flattery that limits its gifts to its adherents, and 
asures its opponents by its prejudice. 
‘Ie goes on to say: “ They explain the situation there.” 
ow mark the explanation that these brethren give of 
situation there. 
They inform us that the refusal to hire the preacher 
s‘not anything written by us since Conference, or at 
7 time.” Now that sounds so nice, and it is so inno- 
+ too, and withal it proves how futile has been the 
wrts of the captious teachings of the Conservator, in 
ich its chief aim from the first has been to prejudice 
people against every preacher in the Conference 
om it could not control in its interest. Ono! Brother 
lon, never published an article in his paper, never 
yte a letter to any man, nor in any way stirred up the 
yple to insubordination and rebellion. How long, O 
ed, shall our dear people be seduced in this way ? 
Vell, now, that the cause does not inhere in W. D., we 
ist find it elsewhere. Here it is, to be sure: ‘“They— 
Mumma’s—I pray that God will help these brethren 
note this matter closely. Yes, “ They inform us that at 
| last quarterly meeting for last year, two ministers 
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commenced the movement, and spoke disrespectfully | 
Rev. Wm. Miller, an old-tried and true man, that we | 
know, and the actions of some of the liberals assailing t 
characters of some of the loyal ministers.” These thir 
hurt them. Now, either these brethren or the Conserva 
has located the cause, and Dillon says that they told hil 
that is, David and J. H. Mumma, both told him that t! 
preachers which were the Presiding Hlder, Rev. E. Cou 
seller, no doubt, and Rev. R. W. Willgus, their pastor 
that time. These men spoke disrespectfully of Broth 
Miller, and for this reason they would not hire Broth 
Imler. Mark you, the Mumma’s tell him this. | 

The proposition is the employing of Brother i 
The brothers Mumma explain the reason—argument. | 
The conclusion is, because two ministers spake again 
Brother Miller. But to change it, that the glaring pr 
sumption may appear to better advantage : i 

Propositton—T wo liberal preachers, at the last quarter, 


meeting, last year, spake disrespectfully of Wm. Mille 
| 








These things hurt us. . 
Argument—Brother Imler is a liberal preacher. 
Conclusion—Therefore he was not hired. 

This logic can never be “swiveled” to mean more LM 
less than the very truth which you have seen verified | 
the second part of these chronicles. j 

The effort here is to smirch the character of Brothe 
Counseller and Wilgus, and at the same time sow discot 
and strife between Brother Miller and them, and to tut 
the hearts of the people from them, in a prejudicial wa! 
to Miller. This comports with the general character | 
the work done. . 4 

Once more: “Then they learned of the assault mai 
at the conference on faithful men, viz: Miller, Dillo 
and Floyd,—these are the faithful men to which he 
fers. Now, brethren, I ask your careful attention to ¢ 
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‘lication of unfaithfulness. These brethren do not 
'm to be the only faithful men among us, but they do 
lm that every one of us who do not conform to their 
| and pleasure are unfaithful. That is, we are truce- 
iukers—violators of our church vows; broken allegi- 
e with the church; failed to do our duty; treacher- 
|; perfidious wretches. Thus explained, by our old 
shren, the Mummas, if we are to believe the Conserva- 
| is the reason why Brother Imler was not hired on 
+ Liberty circuit—perfidious wretch that he 1s. 

)mce again: These brethren inform the editor that “all 
| trouble there has arisen, not by his agitation, but by 
| agitation of the Liberals on the church question.” 

'¢ Ll had written men on a question involving any 
tter of self-interest, and was but a tithe as shrewd as 
iers be, I could frame questions, the answers to which 
, Lcould, by insinuation or reflection, so influence the 
uld be the end I sought. If I feared a straight out ask- 
wer sought, and thus the end would be gained. But 
ur cause is gaining ground since conference.” “OUR 
js.” That cause is the cause of the Conservator. 
hey inform us also that the Conservator is gaining 
‘und since conference.” And I will now inform the 
der that just in proportion as that cause has gained 
und the peace, good will, and prosperity of East 
yerty Circuit has been destroyed. The preacher has 
m driven from his lawfully appointed place through 
» agency of the Conservator and the arrogant presump- 
n of its editor. 

But once more back to our old brethren and the Con- 
vator. First, they inform Brother Dillon that Wilgus 
J Counseller talked disrespectfully of Miller; but three 
snths after this information Brother D. Mumma writes 
llon that in a former letter he unintentially implicated 
other Wilgus as having spoken against William Miller 
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at the last quarterly meeting of last year on Hast Liber 
Circuit. Though he did not name Brother Wilgus, 
was implied. Brother Mumma wishes to free Broth! 
Wilgus from having spoken against W. Miller, but t} 
other person did speak against W. Miller. Now, bret 
ren, I want you to observe here what is nota mere imp} 
cation. All who know Brother D. Mumma know thi 
he would not falsify knowingly, at least he would n 
have done so a few years ago, and we trust he has n| 
fallen from grace, or ever will, though he may be sacy 
ficing his truest friends. If I had the letters written 1! 
Brother Mumma, I would be wiser than I can ever hol 
to be. | 
The first letter, according to the Conservator’s rende} 
ing, is positive—“They inform us.” The second is Wi 
gus’ guilt is only implied, not stated. Now, a thing idl 
plied is something involved, and though not expressed il 
words is, nevertheless, contained virtually in the woré 
which express the meaning inferred, if the statement tk 
clear. Where fairness and candor has fair play, it is n¢ 
difficult to infer truthful conclusion from implication 
noted. In this case there is more than a seeming contré 
diction. If the information depended upon implication 
and not upon a plain statement, the charge that Wilgu 
talked about Miller must depend either upon the oni 
uous nature of the statement from which the guilt i 
inferred, or from the association of Wilgus with Counse 
ler in the mention of the circustances named by t 
writers, or upon the bias of the one inferring. , | 
Now, if it be true that “where a malicious act ij 
proved a malicious intention is implied,” may it nol 
be justly inferred in this case that evil intention was de 
signed somewhere, either by the brethren writing, or by 
him that infers. 


| 
Now, I think Brother Mumma can be cleared as t¢ 













oe » 
charge of intentional wrong by the statements of the 
servator. It says: “David Mumma writes us that in 
brmer letter he unintentionally implicated Brother 
}gus.” “Though he did not name Brother Wilgus.”’ 
hy, you have the Conservator’s vindication of itself in 
| four words, “Yet it was implied.” What was implied? 
| y, that Wilgus talked against Miller. We shall per- 
3 never know what prompted and influenced this last 
er from Brother D. Mumma. 

hut one thing is as certain as the fixed stars above us, 
\tif David Mumma did not name Brother Willgus in 
}nection with Counseller, that the implication of Will- 
is wholly supplied by Dillon, and that some influence 
|; brought to bear upon Brother Mumma, by which he 
aade to say what could scarcely be true, viz., that he 
jlicated Brother Willgus without mentioning his 
ne. Dear brethren these are perilous times, and these 
ts are noted for the benefit of those who care to know 
truth, and free themselves from the blighting mil- 
ving curse that comes of misrule. 

‘do not hesitate to say to you again, in the fear of the 
-d, that you are being seduced, and if you do not be- 
e you to humble prayer, asking God to deliver you, 
owing yourself absolutely upon Him, you will be ab- 
‘oted and led away. 














A STATISTICAL AND FINANCIAL EXHIBIT. 


n pages 20 and 21 of Brother Miller’s letter to the 
nference you have the boasting parade of Conservator 
dness, greatness, benevolence, and loyalty, which I repro- 
ce here for the purpose indicated by the brother, 
ich, God knows, will not be very complimentary to 
n, or those he seeks to flatter, when the truth he chal- 
izes converts his assumption into a falshood. I charged 
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in my letter, that by the opposition, as prosecute 
‘‘ Thousands of dollars were turned Jrom appropriate cha 
nels. He says: “ This is one of my abstruse sayings.” 
He then proceeds: “It is said that figures will not lie 
If as much could be said for words sometimes, it wou 
be a grand thing for authors. | 
This time it is figures against words. M. says: “Iq 
sure that the conservative brethren paid as much accor 
ing to their means into appropriate channels as any 
our liberal brethren, as the figures will show.” Mark th; 
and put his—‘“I am surE, and As THE FIGURES WH 
sHow together, and then read, “I am sure that the fi 
ures will show that the Conservator brethren payed ; 
much money into appropriate channels as the liber: 
brethren did.” “Some of our brethren who made lou 
Speeches at our last conference, and complained most 
those who were opposed to the commission act, paid bi 
a small sum of missionary money, and in one or ty 
cases nothing, (men too of means,) according to the d 
tailed missionary reports as given by the pastors of th 
charges.” ; 
“I ask that our people examine the records of the pas 
and see where the money comes from.” 
Reader, we will now do just what the brother tells 1 
to do. We will examine the records, and, as figure 
won't lie—well, you can name Brother Ms boastf 
challenge just what you please. I say: What a pity. — 


FIGURES SPEAK FOR THE PREACHERS OF AUGLAIZE COD 
FERENCE, \ 


What have you to say for the Radical preachers o 
paying missionary money last year? Well, givin 
Brother M. advantage of the doubtful ones, eleven pa: 
twenty-five dollars, while nineteen pay nothing. Thos 
paying are William Miller, Skinner, Livingston, Welch 
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lliams, P. B. Johnston, M. Bonnell, Baldwin, Harvey, 
| Kiracofe, J. H., and Dillon. Those not paying are 
| del, Cost, Vian, Thomas, D. F. Bodey, Moore, Geyer, 
litgomery, R. G.; Montgomery, J. C.; Marker, Nicho- 
fius, Padoc, Ruble, Staley, Zeigler, Weyer, Wentz, Ma- 
| ,Bolp. Total thirty Radicals pay twenty-five dollars, 
)n average of eighty-three and one third cents each. 
se brethren own farms and other real estate, the 
hregate value of which is about $125,000. 


FIGURES SPEAK FOR THE REBELS, 





‘Tell, what did these fellows pay for the cause of mis- 
s last year? 

nswer.— Twenty-four of them pay thirty-eight dollars 
| ninety cents, as follows: Wilgus, Abbott, Boyd, 
mas, H.8.; Kline, Heistand, Roberts, Kiracofe, Wil- 
1; Johnston, L. T.; Stewart, Parthemer, Waters, Bal- 
er, Luttrell, Johnston, D. A.; Counseller, E.; Coun- 
r, M.; Fields, Stemen, Williams, J. D.; Schenck, 
rer, Bolduc, Chamness. Twelve pay nothing, as fol- 
‘3: Kiracofe, §.; Miller, Merit, Smith, Hawkins, 
sell, Ogle, McDaniel, Bay, Sutton, Whitley, Spain, 
ido. Total thirty-six rebels pay an average of nearly 
dollar and six cents each — nearly twenty-three cents 
‘e to each than what the good, loyal brethren paid. 
‘se preachers own about $50,000 in real estate. Now, 
he loyalists had done as well as the rebels, instead of 
ing twenty-five dollars, they should have paid ninety- 
sn dollars and seventy-five cents. Brother M. says 
figures will show that the “good fellows” paid just as 
sh, according to their means, as the “bad fellows” did ; 
the figures say that the ‘good fellows” are behind on 
average twenty-three cents tothe man. The figures 
that the “good fellows” are behind on the aggregate _ 
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just thirteen dollars and ninety cents. The figures {f 
that the “ good fellows” are behind on the per cent. as | 
their financial ability just fifty-nine dollars and thir 
five cents. If the figures don’t lie, then who does? M; 
be they are changed by the influence of the Commissii 

But we are not done yet. We will go to the peoy| 
for M. says, ‘“‘Go to the records, and ati will tell yi 
what is what. Figures won’t lie.” 

I expect somebody wishes they would lie just one tir 
O for a “ swivel.” | 


MISSIONARY MONEY COLLECTED BY LOYAL PREACHER 


Montgomery, Connor, Kindle, Cost, Mahan, Moa! 
Geyer, Livingston Eight. Collect $287.04; an avert 
of $35.094 each. : \ 


MISSIONARY MONEY COLLECTED BY REBEL PREACHER} 


Imler, J ohnston, Bil ‘Miller, "Merit, Kiracofe, Wi " 
Stewart, Parthemer, Ballinger. Total, nineteen. Col 
$1,272. 88: an average of $67 to the man. 1 
Brothers J. H. Kiracofe and Harvey, who are non-co 
mittal collected $116.98, an average.of $58.49 each. | 


Fe 


ANOTHER VIEW. 


1. Those fields called Radical, and those where th 
is a probable half leaning that way aggregate in mé 
bership 2,241 members, and pay $482.71, or an avera 
of about 20 cents to the member. Lal 

The circuits which preponderate to the Liberal si 
number in membership 4,705, and pay $1,262.44, — 
average of nearly 27 cents to the member. Now as f 
figures won’t lie, we want them to sum up the facts hel 
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wrst: The ‘‘ good fellows” collect just $31.91 less, per 
., than the “bad fellows” do, the bad fellows collect- 
$67.00 each on the average, and the “good fellows” 
J9. 

zain: The fields accredited with radical proclivities 
7 cents less per member than those which prepon- 
‘te to Liberalism. Now, brethren, we have done 
‘t Brother M. never expected any body to do. We 
> appealed to the records, and the records appeal to 
in unmistakable language, and bid you hope and. 
ndismayed. Of course we do not know how Brother 
nd the figures will manage, but we can go on and 
2 the Lord since the affliction is not ours. O! This 
dful ‘‘commission business,’ how it does muddle 
gs. Notso my father. The commission never made 
igures lie—no, never. The truth is there is a sham at 
x, and the figures won’t he to screen it. That’s the 
tion, It is not worth while to call a convention, 
Chairman, to vote that the figures are rebels, for you 
1 not change their testimony if you did. You say 
voor old fellows lie and are dishonest, but you have 
that figures won’t lie, and we rest our cause with 
1in this case. We have examined your witnesses, 
now submit the whole matter to the jury—The 
rh. 


ANOTHER STATEMENT, 


ch this Conference must look at, and one where the 
es again won’t lie, is this: Onr Missionary Treasury 
1 debt about $600, and if we expect to survive the 
‘ we must rally at this point, and with united 
1gth and devotion put a stop toits accumulation. If 
1ad the two or three, or perhaps five hundred dollars 
th has been taken from us, and appropriated to the 
ring of lawlessness and misrule in our own borders, 
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we need not be where we are. It will not do to cry o 
‘‘ Dreadful work, the commission is doing.” We kr 
now what is doing the dreadful work, and we know vy 
is doing it. What we, as a God-fearing people, want! 
‘do, and what we must do, is to rise above it all, as ¢ 
shall lend us light and help. We must rally to | 
standard of right, both ministers and people. Ther¢ 
no use losing a good cause, and if the Auglaize Con} 
ence will but let the voice of reason be heard, we ni! 
stand one and undivided for the principles of just 
mercy, and truth. | | 

I asked in my first letter: “If a good cause was cal 
ble of such bad affects,” but it was turned over to) 
“commission,” as indeed they do everything, and bre’ 
ren, you are no strangers to the fact, that it matters | 
what these brethren do, contrary to the good of | 
Church, they seek to hide under cover of the comm! 
sion. This is a sad state of things. It sounds mi 
like a truant, self-willed, arrogant son, biding defiancé¢ 
his father’s authority, and demanding a soe 
his command and authority, on penalty of tearing | 
house down over the head of the family, and ee 
the goods to the four winds, if his demands are not ob 
ed. Now, my dear brethren, I appeal to your candor 
an honest people: 1. Will you, can you, tamely subi 
to all this, and not put forth a manly, intelligent, Chi 
like effort to countermand it? 

2. lappeal to your devotion, to your Church pri 
ples, which to you, are far from being wrapt up in 
individual proposition. Can you sit quietly by and 
Init dissolution to come to your Church home on sim} 
technicalities which involve no principle of moral tri 
whatever ? 

3. Lappeal to your love of home, and the oft-repeat 
scenes around the common mercy seat, which are 
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atened by the devastating influence of an unjust op- 
tion, the blighting and mildewing curse of which is. 
ady seen and felt among us. Can you, my dear 
hren in Christ, can you, as ministers of the gospel of 
Son of God, peaceably submit to have the labors and 
ierings of your life scattered and peeled simply to 
ify the unholy ambition which leads and controls in 
‘crusade? Can you, my brethren in the laity, afford 
ve sundered one from another. Can you allow that 
associations begun at our church altars, and fostered 
ur church communion, and made more tender by the 
macy of a closer Christian fellowship, which, by the 

_tests of all true faith, has expanded and developed 

. truer Christian manhood and womanhood, which 
God's free people out of dogmatical prejudices, and 
ates them into the purer and better atmosphere of a 
mon Christian brotherhood in Jesus Christ. Can you 
red the sacrifice of all this to gratify the caprice of the 
itious ? 

I appeal to your religious intelligence. Can you 
ifice your right to read, to compare, to weigh truth 
er the light of God? Can you give your conscience 
eeping to another, and thus transfer your individual- 
und destroy your religious manhood? This you are 
ually asked todo. Will you do it, brother? That’s 
question now. 

I appeal to your religious integrity. Will you al- 
yourselves to be warped and dwarfed and prejudiced 
| you see an enemy in every man, woman, and child, 
lifference what they have been to you in the past, 
what they may be to you now, simply on the ground 
they do not strike hands with a faction whose arro- 
xe ascends the autocratic judgment seat, and dictates 
ou what you shall and shall not do? 

I appeal to you as citizens of the household of faith 
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and wardens of the common salvation, as committed | 
you froin God the Father and our Lord Jesus Christ. 
appeal to you, one and all, stand up in the strengill | 
your religious manhood, and be free men and wome 
It is not true that you are asked by the General Confe 
ence to change your church faith at all; nor yet is) 
true, as Floyd says, that you are asked to vote away yo 
rights and prerogatives as members of the church; ar 
if the General Conference had done such a silly thin 
you would still have the right of choice. You could ¢ 
just as you pleased about it. But it is not true in an 
sense of the word. It is put out simply to prejudice tl 
mind against the church proper and in favor of the fa 
tion, in hope of victory which they set out to win, ew 
at the expense of the dissolution of the Church. 
It is not true that your petition will count in th 
contest the same as a vote. This is done for the purpo 
of defeating the whole matter, and throwing it bae 
again where it was before the General Confereng 
Brother Floyd, speaking of the matter in the light” 
legal litigation, says: “‘Nor could the court take cogn 
zance of any who might express their wishes on the su 
ject by petition, because this is not the place prescribe 
by the General Conference.” q 
Again: “It follows, therefore, that the best way 7 
defeat the measures proposed is to refuse to vote, a 
thereby diminish the aggregate vote.” There, read 
you have it boiled down by one of the leaders in 
detestable sham. In one breath they tell you to petitio 
it will count the same as a vote; in the next breath yt 
are told that petition will count nothing in law. Dol 
be caught by the “cunning” and craft of this. Itisn 
to be set aside by the “ swivel.” ‘‘I did not mean that pe 
tion would not count in the General Conference, b 
simply in law.” But he says it won’t count in ke 
4 “ 
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jause the General Conference did not order it, and 
jt's the reason he knows it would count nothing in 
jaer place. For a full analysis of this matter the 
der is referred to Part Second of this work. 
j{ow, in the name of all that is sacred and good, I ask, 
jthere honesty in these things? Is there a show of 
}.dor in these radical contradictions? Is it treating 
} more humble classes in our communion with the re- 
ict that is due them from superiors? Is it not taking 
rantage of their credulity and ignorance of church 
|}. I unhesitatingly say it, that the whole array is 
jnned and prosecuted with just one end in view, and 
t end is the final overruling and overpowering of the 
j2-will of this church, by refusing it a voice in matters 
ere it should be heard, and building up a schismatic 
anization out of the wreck and ruin of a body which 
unholy ambition could not control. 
). L appeal to you in behalf of the peace of mind you 
n when doing right, and the respect you forfeit by doing 
mg: to throw off your prejudices, and put yourselves 
iarely to the records—vote your mind, but do it intel- 
ently. Study every point in the constitution and 
i fession of faith, and ask God to help you see the right, 
}h the express purpose of doing the right. 
|. have the fullest confidence in the good intentions of 
' people, as a whole, but I am fully aware that even 
jd intentions may be influenced by peculiar preju- 
‘es, andthus the good we would do, may become the 
l we would not do. If this has not already been the 
e, as seen in part second of this work, then we have, 
these years, been grossly deceived by many with 
om we have been on the most intimate and friendly 
ms of, what we thought to be, Christian fellowship. 
{do not wish to assume the role of a martyr, as others 
m to be doing for the sake of effect. But it is all be- 
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fitting that you should know, that no man in this a 
ference has ever been subjected to the-insults which nt 





been heaped upon me by those brethren who assume § 
judge and condem me, wholly and absolutely upon n 
other ground than their own blindness and ignorance a 
to the realities of the issue now pending. I say thi 
kindly, and do not fear to meet it again when the worl 
is wrapt in flames. | 

7. I appeal especially to you, the ministers in o¥ 
Conference, to defend yourselves against the anchurchl 
and unlawful policy suggested by Brother Miller, whiel 
demands you to resign your lawfully appointed fields ¢ 
labor whenever and wherever a few factious and lawleg 
members object to you, because you are a liberal, as the} 
now put it—wunblushingly put it. Let me now show yo} 
, just what there is in such a policy, and just how it 1 
intended to work, and what it is expected to do by thog 
who devised it. If I mistake in this, it shall not be fron 
evil intention, but from inability to infer proper con 
clusions from: plain premises. And now [| affirm tha 
one of two things is certainly true of Brother M.’s poli 
cy, by which the future of Auglaize Conference is to b 
governed if 1t is put under the ban of Radical leadershit 

1. He intended just what we claim he does, namely 
to make it a probable thing to drive every brother fron 
the ministry who cannot be induced to form alliane 
with the self-constituted “ Law and Order Party” of th 
Conference, and yet not seem to be doing it; the policy 
brethren, is to shift the responsibility from the lawless 
the loyal, from the oppressor to the oppressed, and # 
criminate the innocent and vindicate the guilty. | 

2. If this be not what he intended, then he wrot 
recklessly, either not knowing and weighing his words 
or not caring for the fearful consequences which the} 
might produce. We shall not judge his intention, a 
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jling between his statement and its meaning, but an 
nest, true and devoted, toiling and sacrificing minis- 
in the Auglaize Conference will demand indemnity 
his hands for the wrong done them, and the God of 
jith will hear their pleas, while the just indignation of 
jruth-loving and loyal membership will rise up and de- 
jind that awards of justice, and rewards of mercy shall 
i Boe upon the basis of merit and not upon favor- 





Frida the policy ot Brother Miller you can have no 
\lress, for you are forced to resign. The proof of this is 
| his own words, and in his defense of those who have 
teady acted upon his policy. He proposes to defend all 
)cuits, missions, and stations which may elect to turn 
1 away, and censure you if you refuse to go at their 
iding. This is not overdrawing the policy at all. It 
there written down, and just as far as there is force 
| advice, and influence in znsenuation, just that much 
}{1 tell to the overthrow of the itinerant system of this 
jurch. Somebody, in the Conservator, while trying to 
ister up Brother Miller, asks: ‘What laws of the 
urch has he violated?” We reply, The man is dull 
Hleed who will say that the policy proposed by Brother 
| isin harmony with any law, either organic or legisla- 
ve, in this church. 


HOW CAN THE POLICY BE WORKED? 


‘Easy enough. Take a community favorable to it, and 
/jectionable men to the party will be sent to those fields, 
th as now demand that no liberal be sent to them, and 

» end, evidently sought, isat once gained. Brethren, you | 
2d not be deceived. This is the plan beyond a doubt. 
(Would you not like to see its disavowal without re- 
latation? Wouldn’t it figure well among men who are 
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true to the law? Brethren in the ministry, will you 
submit to it? Will you not resist earnestly, kindly, anc 
righteously all such ‘“ lawlessness?” | 
Many of you are much younger than I am, and you} 
day is yet before you. You have much to gain or loose } 
I have neither. True, my character is all I have. Thai 
may be taken from me. Indeed, that seems to be thé 
drift. If it could be so, I should like very miuch to fil 
up the measure of a useful life, and die an honored| 
death, surrounded by friends.. This may be denied me 
but I pray that what serves to secure me the disgrace 
may be the cross to secure you the honor. If devotion| 
to self exceeded love to the church, these pages would) 
never have been written. As.it is, ‘they are something 
of a pleasure, though a task. | 
While I admire the zeal that prompts, I deplore the 
presumption that thrusts upon us such lawlessness, and 
pray you, my dear brethren, resist it, ignore it, cast it 
from you as a death-dealing policy. Please note a state: 
ment of the case as it is: | 
1. It is the legal duty of charges to receive the pastors 
sent them cheerfully. [See Page 23 of Discipline, Item 9.) 
The policy proposed: “Do as you please and I will 
back you in it.” ‘Rebellion begets rebellion, and we 
will demand that good members of the church who drive 
Liberal preachers from their lawfully appointed places 
be defended and protected in it.” [See Miller, Page 35./ 
2. Itis the duty of members to support the itinerant 
minister. [ Discipline, Page 21.] | 
Policy of M.: ‘Do as you please. If you do not want 
the preacher, boycott him, and starve him out, and we'll 
defend you. Such good members shall not be turned oul 
for opinion’s sake.” [See Miller, Pages 26 and 34.] | 
3. Obedience to church laws enjoined. iDibbupiene 
Page 24.] | 
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| Disobedience sanctioned, encouraged, and defended. 
)Miller, Pages 25, 26, 27, and 35. | 

| 4. Jnsubordination and misrule forbidden. [| See 
liscipline, Pages 25 and 26. ] 

| Insubordination and lawlessness encouraged. [See 
| iller’s policy as above. | 

15. Peaceable subjection to the ruling power agreeable 


| God’s Word enjoined. [See Discipline, Page 21. ] 

| Miller’s policy: ‘Do as you please. Be subordinate if 
jie preacher sent you will yield his conscience to your 
jntrol and his opinion to your diction — accept him; if 
jot, reject him, and I will defend you.” 

| Now, we will present another view of the question, as 
| is just and honorable to all concerned... We write, my 
sar brethren, from no selfish motives, as we are to be 
idged at the last day. Glad, indeed, would I be if there 
has no occasion demanding this faithful analysis. But 
ruth demands justice, and justice demands judment, 
tad judgment cries for vengeance; but vengeance he- 
»ngeth not to men, but to God. God demands that men 
deal justly and love mercy.” 

Legal justice is the equitable distribution between par- 
es of the benefits of legislative enactments. And thus 
| is in the church. There are parties —classes — the 
juinistry and the laity. The interests of both are guar- 
inteed by legislation, and anything that comes between 
ae ministry and the laity is not only unlawful, but re- 
jellious in the first and highest degree, and must be 
/bsolutely destructive of the church. And we say it, 
mercifully as is possible, consistent with justice, that 
iny act, any device, any rule, any ordinance of man, or 
ny advice or policy which, in any way, affects the itin- 
rant system of the church unfavorably —contrary to 
he law defining the duties of preachers and people— 
han only be viewed in the light of treason against the 
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government. With these facts clearly before us, let u 
enquire as to the responsibilities of a preacher in the 
United Brethren Church. | 

1. He, in common with all members of the church, is| 
met at the door with a written covenant, to which he 
subscribes, which is intended to conform him to a life of 
obedience to the government of the church. | [ See Disci- 
pline, Page 18. ] 

2. He reaffirms this covenant when receiving quar- 
terly conference license by promising subjection to the 
counsel of his brethren. [See Discipline, p. 48.] 

3. He reaffirms his allegiance when licensed by the) 
annual conference, and there enlarges upon that vow by) 
the solemn pledge he makes to assist in upholding the) 
itinerant plan. [See Discipline, p.50.] This comports} 
with the constitution. [ Discipline, p. 16.] 

4. Once more: The ratification and final sealing of 
_ the most solemn, and should be sacred, contract of a min4 
ister’s life, is found in his ordination. [See Discipline,) 
pp. 152, 1538.] To me, the question of my life was: “Arey 
you assured that you are inwardly moved by the Holy) 
Ghost to take upon you the office of the ministry, to serve) 
God in the church of Christ to the honor and glory of his 
name.” Now, if to encourage open violation of church} 
law is for the honor and glory of God in the church o 
Christ. The law which must be violated in order toy 
honor Christ, must be wrong, and therefore should be re- 
pudiated. Either the law defining the duties of pastor 
and people is wrong, or Brother M.is wrong. But Brother 
Miller cannot be wrong, therefore the law is to be nulli 
fied. This is Brother M. against the General Canference. 

d. Question.— This question carries the weight of the 
responsible obligation; the heights of which are only 
measured by the limitless heavens above us, the depths 
of which are circumscribed by the hells beneath us, and 
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|2 breadths of which are defined by the abilities and 
portunities of the man whom God calls, converts, and 
mmissions to preach Jesus Christ to mankind. Look 
it, my dear brethren of the ministry. Hope the laity 
ll note it carefully. It may be helpful to all. Here 
is: “Will you apply due diligence to frame and fashion 
ur life according to the doctrines of Christ, and to make 
yurself, as much as in you lieth, a wholesome example 
' the flock of Christ?” We all remember the answer: 
| will, the Lord being my helper.” Now, I affirm that 
to encourage insubordination in the church of Christ ; 
‘to defend the insubordinate as against the law-abiding, 
dif to outline a policy destructive to the organization 
this church, is in harmony with the above pledge, 
at either (1) The laws of this church, which define the 
ities of her ministers, is out of harmony with the doc- 
ines and example of Christ, or (2) That if the Disci- 
ine does’ prescribe laws conformable to the doctrines 
id example of Christ, that the practice of any policy 
ot in conformity with the laws must be contrary to our 
dination vows, which harmonize with the law. Once 
ore to our ordination vows. 

4. Question.—‘“ Will you obey them to whom the 
arge and government over you is committed, and fol- 
w their godly admonitions with a willing and ready 
ind?” Answer.—“I will endeavor, through the grace 
God, to do so.” 

Dear brethren, let me have your careful attention to 
tis final ratification of our ordination vows. Here we 
1 reiterate the first promise we made—subject to the 
)ithority and powers that be—just the thing that God 
limself requires in his word. 

| Government means—regulation. 

| Prescribing by rule, method, or mode, what the duties 
'f citizens are in the household of faith. 
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It is only necessary to locate the authority and th 
government in this Church to know what the nature j 
this solemn pledge is, and, | 

1, The authority of Church inheres (1) in the Teg 
islative department, which gives form and fact to plang 
methods, and rules of Church work. 

2. Government is the embodiment of methods, plan 
rules, and: modes of Church manifestation, in execution. - 

3. The executive in the government of the Church 
is the officiary of the Church. We observe therefore 
that if, our ordination vows are in harmony with thi 
general government, that any violation of those vows 
puts us virtually on the side of opposers of the govern 
ment, either to its legislative authority, or its executive 

authority. And such opposition is rebellion. q 

Now, Brethren, we want you simply to be reasonable 
Do not be so hasty in making up your judgment in mat 
ters of so great moment. We tell you here plainly ané 
calmly the truth, and we no more fear its contradiction 
by men whose judgments are sound, and whose mindg 
are unbiased, than we fear election to the editorship of 
the Conservator, or a call to the bishopric of the ney 
Church, when its organization is completed. | j 

I will now call attention to what this lawless policy 
would have wrought this year in the middle district 0 
Auglaize Conference. Just what was attempted on Elida 
Circuit, would have been done on Montezuma, Pleasant 
Grove, and Van Wert Circuits, had the preachers sent 
them, not harmonized with them. I thank God that one 

brother did resist the lawlessness, and hold his place, an¢ 
Tam no less thankful that another dear brother — God 
bless him for his manliness and moral honesty — did re! 
sist the lawlessness, and defend the right, even at his own 
expense. As seen, the circuits named, attempted to drive 
either the preacher, or presiding elder. 
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Inder the Miller policy, all such circuits will be de- 
ded in their insubordination. Already some have 
»wed their purpose to control the stationing commit- 
| and do not propose to receive any man outside of 
lir own election. This is lawlessness avowed, but the 
| Jer policy will sustain them in it. And thus resolved, 
‘3 no longer a question of doubt that the development 
ithis crusade proves just what we claim for it, a sham 
io its pretentions. It does not mean what it says it 
:s. It never did intend to preserve this Church com- 
oe as we have abundantly proven from its own 
bd ss tics : 

‘As to our Conference, the question now is, which shall 
e: The General Conference, or the faction presided 
sx by Brother Miller? . 

Which shall govern: The laws of the Church, or the 
icy of Brother Miller? 

Who shall be recognized executively: The regular con- 
cuted authorities of the Church, or the self-constituted ? 
What say you, my brethren in the ministry ? Will 
a,can you, dare you yield your fidelity to such infi- 
lity? Another question is: Shall we remain a one peo- 
under the government of the Church, or shall we divide 
\der the policy of a faction? 

[say, remain a one people, and I now call upon our 
yple in the laity to rally to the standard of “right 
Ne,’ and maintain it as against “ misrule,’ and remem- 
that no opposition which is capable of such construc- 
'n, such interpretation, and such application, as we 
ve herein noted can possibly be right. The very thought, 
thout any demonstration whatever, that the church 
ist be torn and sundered in order to save it can only 
true in the judgment of those whose greatest anxiety 
to be victors in the fight. May He who knows all 
lurés so move all hearts as to enable the people to rebuke 
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the unholy ambition which conceived, and the false ze 
“which prosecutes the unjust crusade. Remember, diss 
lution is to be the end. It is absolutely decreed that 
this church does not yield to the diction of a faction 
minorty, she must suffer disintegration. | 

Once more I will say to one and all, weigh well wh 
you propose doing. Some say, “ We will never subm 
to anything.” Well, there may be those who are so in} 
nitely holy, and whose light of mind is so superior 1 
others, as to warrant them in doing so. Yet, I can n 
help believing that they are more presumptive than wis 
Others say they will leave the church if changes aj 
made. Yes; they will go out if secrecy comes in, sti 
they stoutly proclaim that it has been in for many lon 
years. But the sham feature of it is, they won’t vote 
keep it out, but will go out if it comes in. First, whg 
does this mean? Second, what do these brethren want 
Third, what will they do? Fourth, what will they get 
Fifth, what will they have in the end ? { 

The first question can never be answered in the ligh 
of reason, allowing their actions and words to be th 
basis of judgment. : 

The second question is answered by them in thre 
ways, as drawn from their sayings and doings. Firs 
they want their own way; second, they want the ol 
constitution and confession of faith; and, third, the 
want every man thrown out of the church who will ne 
submit to their diction. : 

The third question—what will they do? First, 1 














the church, if they are not heeded by our people; secon¢ 
this done, they will sue for the church property. : 
What will they get? A great name, I suppose. q 
What will they have in the end? First, a new chure! 
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janization built upon a schismatic foundation ; a peo- 
| estranged in their feelings from many of their dearest 
1 best friends of earth; a people alienated in heart 
m their home altars, and filled with bitter animosity 
iinst any and all.who, in any way, sought to deliver 
jm out of the snare of the fowler; a people at enmity 
}sh their brethren whom they leave behind; and a peo- 
| largely filled with a persecuting, and fault-finding 
} rit. 

'. think, dear brethren, this will be the finale of this 
ing. Is there a reasonable necessity for so sad an end? 
rtainly not. If there be not a good and sufficient rea- 
hi. for it, who must bear the responsibility of it? Will it 
lL upon those who can and will do all they can in har- 
my with the best end in view to preserve law and 
ler in the church, and vote as God may direct them, 
th a purpose to leave results to him? Or, will it rest. 
th those who could, but will not, do that which would 
svent the disgrace and devastation? Brethren, I sub- 
't the whole array to your candor. I have written the 
ith dispassionately, and, in the fear of God, send it 
th, with the earnest prayer that some one will be 
lped in mind and heart to a better and more perfect 
derstanding of the whole matter. 

And now, once for all let, me say it, as I shall meet it 
the last day: Dear brethren, whatever you do, never 
iach the petition ; for to sign a petition, is to commit your- 
ives to every move and plan projected by the leaders, 
d means to you the loss of your birthright in this 
»urch, as surely as your name goes to that paper, and 
3 parties controling it holds on to the policy adopt- 
|, and can hold you to your signature. By it they pro- 
ise to control you in the election of delegates to the 
»meral Conference, as is seen in their great anxiety to 
8 
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have a full and thorough canvass made at once. 
brother writing about the statements of a member, says| 
“The chief strength of liberalism in this conflict 1s, 9} 
suppress truth, and exalt error.” i 

As lam not the member who reported the Centenag} 
- Convention, though held up before the world as such bj 
parties whom it can be reasonably affirmed that if thei} 
piety should be tested by their presumption, that the] 
presumption would not suffer in the comparison, I mug 
be exempt from the charge of suppressing truth. 1} 
man will say that I have done so who will carefully rea 
all I have said in this pamphlet. And now you haved} 
full, though not all by a good deal, but truth to the vem} 
letter, as I verily believe. If I have misrepresented am 
thing at all, I certainly do not know it, and I am surej} 
was not intended. In dealing with the brother, whog| 
words I have cited, I did fairly and honorably, and if th 
deductions are severe they are but the truth they. telll 
And now, as Brother M. dismisses his hearers withod) 
the benediction, in this kind, good way: ‘ With loved 
all, and no ill-will to any beloved brethren and. sisters of t 
Auglaize Conference, I bid you adiew for the present.” 
wish tosay: ‘‘THEM’s MY SENTIMEN's,” and when Brothe) 
M. gets ready to pronounce the benediction, I will 6 
around to help sing the doxology. Not the good old of 
we so oft times sing, but the latest out, and the one mo 
appropriate to the occasion. : 
















Praise the Law and Order Party, from whence our discord flows, || 
Praise it all ye people who its presumptions knows; . a 
Praise it for the Conservator’s sake, and the trouble zit can make. © | 
Praise ye it, Hast and West, and North and South, | 
Praise ye it, one and all, with closed eyes, and open mouth. * 


Yours truly, a 
J. L. LUTTRELL. | 


*This doxology is to be sung to an ‘‘ Oncommon” short particular long-metered tu 6. | 
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How forcible are right 
words! but what doth 
your ma reprove? 
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